152/ 
REZ 


| 
} 
| 
| 4 
| 
Aw V y S | T Y | 
| 
[IBRARY | | 
A 
| 
| | 
| 
| \ 


152/ 
REZ 


| 
} 
| 
| 4 
| 
Aw V y S | T Y | 
| 
[IBRARY | | 
A 
| 
| | 
| 
| \ 


a 
t 
; 
\ 
6 


R 

| 

j 

| 


—— 
a 
é 


G 
hy 
a 


7 
‘ 


‘ 
2 
% 


te 
; 
4 
s 
‘ 


INTO THE 


‘Scripture Meaning of the Word 


AND ITS 


SYNONIMOUS TERMS, 


The DEVIL, or the ADVE RSARY, 
“and the ONE, 


gWHERETR. ALSO, 4 


The NOTLONS concerning DEVILS, or 


DEMONS, are brought down to the STAN 
DARD of SCRIPTURE. 


The Whole INTERSPERSED with 


REMARKS on various TERMS, PASSAGES, 
and PHRASES in the OLD and NEW 


TESTAMENTS: and undertaken with a View — 
to illuftrate the Scriptures, and to feparate 


the Worp of Gop from the DocrTRinEs 


and Trapitions of MEN. : 
W, is written in ? How readep thou? 
x. 26. 
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NHRISTIANS, ‘he: many centuries 
patt, have had fuch variable no- 
tions eoncerning Satan and his Power, 
and the prefent prevailing notions are fo 
unfettled, that there is no fuch thing as - 
fixing them from the writings of Di- 
vines: the Author therefore intends, in 
the courfe of this inquiry, to fearch the 
{criptures, and to fix them on that 
foundation, which i is, indeed, by much 
fureft. 
But the inquiry | is fet on foot with 
more views than one: for if it fhould de- 
tect a prevailing error, more or lefs fup- 
ported by all fyftems of Divinity, it will 
point out the danger of an implicit Faith, — 
and may induce many to read the Scrip- 


tures more attentively, and to eave them. 7 
: B shat 
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- that preference, in matters of doétrine, 


‘which is juftly due to them. More-— 
over, 


f 


It is intended to prove, that many of 
the difficulties, which we meet with in 
the fcriptures themfelves, and which are 
fo often. complained of, arife from pre-— 
‘ conceived opinions, from wrong ideas 
annexed to fcripture terms, and from 
miftranflations. 

Laftly, It has been faid, that “ the 
« Scriptures are a. field for contention ;” 


but this opinion the Author hopes to con- 


fute, by fhewing that the facred wri- 
ters {peak uniformly and confiftently to 


thefame point, and elucidate each other, 


fo as to leave no juit grounds for nal 
pute and cavil. 
Thefe and other good purpofes may 


be anfwered by a candid inquiry; and 


a candid inquiry is all that is intended 


for no alteration fhould be made in | 


the prevailing faith, unlefs it fhould ap- 
pear to be groundlefs, erroncous, and 
The 
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‘The followin g fheets contain only 
Introductory Remarks and Diflertations, — 
with fo much of the Inquiry as relates 


to the Old Teftament : but the Remain- 


der fhall follow in due time, if the Pub- 


lic fhould feem difpofed to receive it with 


candour. However, it is fit that the 


Old Teftament fhould rirst be tho- 
roughly canvaffed: and it is hoped, 
that frefh light may be thrown upon 


the fubject, from that quarter, by fuch 


as are converfant in the Oriental Lan- 


guages. 


The prefixed is: adapted to the 


whole work, which will be included in 


doubt but that the Reader will agree 


as narrow a compaf{s as is confiftent with 
a full inquiry: and the Author has no 


with him in this, viz. that the Scriptures 


fhould be handled cautioufly, and that 
feemingly new interpretations of them fhould 


be confidered leifu rely. 
B 2 
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Introductory 
AN D. 


DISSERTATIONS. 


JT is well known to the learned, that 
| language is fluctuating and variable 
—{o much, that the fame word has de- 
noted different things, in different pe- 
riods of time: this may be exemplified 
in the word’ ‘villain, which was once the 
appellation of any man, however honeft, 
who held his lands by a fervile or labo- 
rious tenure; but, at this time, is ap- 
plicable only to a man af vile aan snd 
or practices*. 
The word Satan may, poflibly, have 
varied its fignification: and tho’ it is 
now faid to fi gnify a Prince, or Chief, 
B 3 ‘oi 


So alfo word Knave was formerly ufed to 
afervant: and an old tranflation of the New Feftament 


has ** Paul a Knave of Chr ift,” 
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> of fallen Angels, it is not clear that this 
i ‘was its original acceptation : neither is 
a os. alg clear that any Angels ever did fall— 
a if by Angel we are to underftand a fpi- > 
ritual intelligent Being, as the word is: 
‘Notion, and that too with all 
the authority of doctrine, hath long prevail- 
ed in the Chriftian Church, and is 
grounded, chiefly, on two Texts in the 
New Teftament: but how favourable ‘{o- 
ever our tranflation, and.others, may. ~ 
be to fuch a notion, it is not well fup- 
ported by the original: ‘or, in the 
Greek, it is uncertain whether any thin gz 
be faid of Angels, in the above fenfe of 
the word. The texts are capable of a 
very different conftruction, no lefs perti- — 
nent to the argument which they are. 
brought to fupport, and appear to be 
references to a notable pafla Be in. the 
Old Teftament. 
The two Texts. am 
Of, are, 2 Peter ii. 4: — and Jude 6: 
we fhall introduce and examine them, in 
their. 
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their proper contexts, that the reader 
may be able to form a more correct | 


judgment of them. 


St Peter, towards the end of the firft | 
Ghapter, of this his fecond Epiftle, 


_mends the perfons to whom he wrote; 
for taking heed to a more fure word of 
prophecy: “For (fays he) prophecy came 


“not in old time by the will of Man; 
“ but holy men of God fpake as they 
“ were moved by the Holy Ghoft.” He 


then adds what, I conceive, fhould be 


tranflated as follows, or to the fame: 


| purport. 
“ But there were alfo falfe Prophets 


__“ among the people, as among you 


6 there will be “falfe Teachers, who will 


“ introduce deftruchive herefies®, and deny- 
“ ing the Lord® that bought them, do 


“ bring upon themfelves fwift deftruc- 
“ tion. And many fhall follow ‘heir. 


B 4 


To— dean See Job v, &. tov 
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deftrutive herefies', through whom the 


« way of truth fhall be blafphemed, 
and in covetoufnefs with feigned words 
“ they will make merchandife of you : 


to whom the judgment of old lingereth not, 
* and the deftruction of them (of old) flum- 
bereth not®. For if God fpared not the 
“ Meffengers that finned, but having tarta- 
“ rized them with chains of darknefs, deli- 
“ wvered them, thus referved, unto judgment’; 

“ and 


either to their deftructive herefies’’, the latter fubftantive 
being left out, or “‘ to their deftructions” that is, to like 
deftructions. | 


Ol¢ 70 xpiua vx apyt?, n 


Werle 3, — Ch. iii, 5. G. Teft, 


xpiua exmara.” The judgment of old” is the 
fame fort of expreflion as, ‘‘ To dinaiwna poorer” 
‘©The ordinance formerly.” Ruth iv. 7. See alfo 
Zacharias Wy. 4. Malachias iii. 4. LXX, ‘The Apoftle here 
{peaks of a judgment long fince paft, and of a deftruétion 


which overtook certain men of old, whofe cafe was nearly 


fimilar to that of falfe Teachers. He proceeds to mention 
them in the very next verfe. 
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« and fpared not the old world, but 
“ preferved Noe the eighth a preacher 
“ of righteoufnefs, having brought a 
- flood upon the world of the ungodly’; 
“ and did reduce the Cities of Sodom 


“ and Gomorrha into afhes, condemn-— 


In our tranflation, «« If God fpared not the Angels, &c.” 
—but the Greek Language knows. no diftinétion between 
an Angel and a Meflenger. I have therefore done no vio- 
lence to the Original: and, it is apprehended, there are 
good and fufficient reafons, why we fhould rather prefer 
the word Meffengers. It does not appear to me, that 
there was, in the apoftles time, even fo much as a tradi- 
tion concerning Angels that had finned ; but fuppofe there 
had, we can refer to fomething, better than tradition, asa 
proof that God did not fpare certain Meffengers that fin- 
ned — that they were tartarized with chains of darknefs, 
and thus referved unto judgment, — to which they were. 
at length delivered, That the Apoftle here refers toa 
judgment paft, is, I think, exceeding plain: dt is appre- 
_hended his language, fairly taken, will admit of no other 
conftruétion : for the participle paflive, r¢]npnuérec, which. 
is in the perfect tenfe, can never be made to refpect the : 
future : and the other participles and yerbs, in the aorift 
tenfe, have as certainly and evidently, a paft fignification 
in this verfe, as others, in the fame tenfe, have i in the fol- 
lowing verfes. Add, to this, that the whole context of the 
paflage requires this conftr udtion. 
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to that’ Cataftrophe, being made 
an enfample to thofe who fhould after : 
live ungodly ; and delivered juft 
offended with the filthy converfation-of 
»the wicked —the Lord knoweth how 
to deliver the godly out of temptati- 
‘on, and to referve the unjuft unto the 
‘day of judgment to be punithed.” 
“This tranflation may be compared 
i with our Englith verfion of the New Tef- 
and both of them with the o- 
| ‘The moft material alteration is 
in verfe the 4th,—— where, inftead of 
the Angels, T have put the Meffengers, 
that finned. Thefe Meflen gers, I appre- 
hend, are no other than the, men who 
were fent, from the wildernefs of Pa- 
> fearch the Land of ‘Canaan, 
which the Lord had promifed to the 
Children of Ifrael, They were Meffen- 
gers. that finned, for when they returned, 
laid before the people an evil and 
“exaggerated report, which caufed the 
Heart of the people to faint, and dif. 
from followin g the Lord 
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who had promifed.. It moreover: ap: 
pears that they - tartarized with» 
chaims of darknefs 5. 
all: that the Lord before their 
eyes in the land of Egypt, and at the . 
Red Sea — notwithftanding he had giveff 
them Bread from Heaven, and Waters . 
out of the ftony Rock — notwithftand- 
ing they had heard his Voice, and feen * 
his. Glory at the Mount; yet; after~ all 
. this, they had: not.eyes to fee, nor hearts 
i to- sunderftand ; but ftill erred and fell 


away in day of temptation®: the. 


» 


w 


Apoftle, is to be found in the xiii. and xiv. Chapters of the 
Book of Numbers. See alfo Chap. xxxii. 8, 9, and Deut. 
-j, 28. —- from whence it appears, that the great apoftacy 
from the Lord, in the wildernefs, is imputed to thefe Mef- 
fengers, who brought up an evil report upon the Land, 
and perfuaded the people, that unfurmountable difficulties 
ftood between them and-the poffeffion of it. ‘There was, 
indeed, an evil heart of unbelief among the people ; but, _ 
confidering the ftation of the Meffengers, they were moft’ 
guilty: hence a more {peedy and fevere judgment overtook’ 
them, Caleb and Jofhua, were not of the number’ ofthem> 


Phat finned : thefe’ two wholly followed the 
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ight had fhined unto them, but they 


darknefs rather: and from their 
whole conduct, may infer, that as 
they juftly mig fo really were; 


Lord, and ftood forth, with Mofes and Aaron, to ftem the 
defection of the people, affuring them that they would be 
well able, fince the Lord was with them, to furmount all ob- 


— be not ye apoftates from the Lord” — but the 
~~. Evil/Report of their Brethren prevailed. Of thefe it may 


: well be faid that they were, cepaic Cops raplapwcas, — 
‘* tartarized with chains of darknefs.” If their cafe be 

attentively confidered, 
too rong. It is faid of the Egyptians that they were 


and fettered of long night.”” — Vide, LXX. Wifdom of 
Sol. xvii. 2. — but thefe Meflengers appear to have been 


under a worfe than Egyptian darknefs : and it was with 


* them, as it was afterwards, with other Rulers of this ftub- 


‘born People, they were, in the end, judicially blinded. I 


rftand the word, tartarized,”’ to be ex- 

\ Prylive of the gloomy horrors of their own minds: they 


24 think at every difficulty, were always defponding, and 


‘ never faw any thing, before their eyes, but deftruction and 
* death ; whereas faith, as a grain of Muftard Seed, would 
. hive: filled them with the mof lively hope, and have been 


\» anchor to their Souls. _ Modern unbelievers might learn. 


from 


this expreffion will not be thought 
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vudicially blinded in the end: or, as the 


Apofile exprefles it, guarded or referved 
under chains of darknefs unto judgment 


——to which they were at length deli- 
bagi : for thofe Men “ Even thofe Men, » 
‘ that did bring up the evil report up-. 


¢ the Land, died by me be- 


from thefe, their brethren of old, to retreat in time, left - 


their bands be made ftrong — left chains of darknefs be ju- ‘ | 


dicially laid on. Like modes of expreflion occur — Pfalm , 
CVil. 10. Kadnyéves % cxia Savare, memednueres 
% es Sitting i in darknefs and in the Shadow 
*« of Death, enchained i in Poverty and Iron.” And Pro- \ 


verbs v. 22. Enasog TPIYYETAte , 


Each bound with Chains of his own Sins.” 


—» See Numb. xiv. 37. It is apprehended this is the very 
’ judgment referred to, by the Apoftle, and that he has not 

. alluded to a future judgment : for not only the language 
militates againft this fuppofition ; but the context and argu- 
» ment do the fame. How could a reference to a judgment 
yet future, prove that falfe teachers would bring a /wift 
defiruction upon themfelves ? If we fuppofe the Apoftle, as 
our Tranflators have done, to have fpoken of Angels that 


finned, fuch a reference could have no weight, in hisar- 
gument, any further than their judgment is allowedtohave / 
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fenfe, the language of the Apoftle, is ap- 


16 ty 


‘We have now feen how, and in wliat 


plicable to the Meffengers. Let us juft fee, 


how fuch a reference, will fuit with the 


connexion and the Apoftle’s argument. 
~The paflage begins with this obferva- 


‘tion —“ But there were falfe prophets 


“among the people, as among you 


there will be falfe teachers,” and it is 


afterwards added “to whom the judg- 


* ment of old lingereth not, and the de-— 


« ftruction of them” rae is, I fuppofe, 


(Of the Ye f old) « flumbereth 


66 not.” 


Now 


‘taken place. Temporal judgments only can be brought forth 


as Examples: and to fpeak of a future one here, would 


be, at leait, fuperfluous to the argument. But fuppofing a 


difpute between God and his Angels, How came Men 
by the fact? It could not be vifible ; and it is not re- 


vealed. And, why fhould we recur to judgments both un- 


revealed and invifible ? Is it not better to rely on known 


faéts ? we conclude then that the judgment here fpoken of, 
is a paft temporal judgment, well attefted — and is refer- 


red to |! by way of enfample, along withthe judgment of the 
Old World, of Sodom and on all of whom {wift 


deftruction omce came. 
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Now we know that the Meflengers, 
who’ went to fearch the land of Canaan, 
were all of them Heads and Rulers in 
their refpective tribes’: and it is not im- 
probable, that they were of the feventy, 
who were appointed to bear the burthen 
of the people, together with Mofes — 
who were once. partakers of the fame 
Spirit and prophefied*; . but not to infift 
upon this, there is fo much of the pro- 
phetic character upon them, and the 
_word Prophet is ufed with fo much Iati- 
tude in the facred writings, that we 
need not fcruple to allow them the Title. . 
were fent by the command- 
ment 


i xiii, 3. ree dee vier 
| 

k Numb. Zi. 2 5. I apprehend it cannot be ond either 
that the Meflengers were of the number of the feventy, or 
that they were not : However Jofhua, who was one of the 
Meflengers, and afterwards led the people into the promi- 
fed land, was already one of the firk Men 4 Hraél, and a 
chofen Man with Mofes. This may feem to favour the 
fuppofition that he was of the feventy ;. but we leave this 
matter as not thinking it any ways neceflary to be infilted 
on. 
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ment of the Lord, and the end of their 
being fent was, that they might bring 
back a faithful meflage. They were © 


the Meflengers of the Lord, (as all his 


Prophets fince) and were to declare to 
others, that which the Lord had intrutt- 
ed to them: and tho’ the matter they 


‘were charged with, was not a matter of 
Revelation to them, yet they were pro- 


phets unto the people. Moreover, as they 


brought up an evil report upon the 


land, and added the comment of an un- 
believing heart, faying, “ We are not 
able to go up, &c.”-— and as they 
did hereby feduce, ‘and turn away the 


people, from following the Lord, they 


were fale prophets: they ftand at the 
head of them, and were figures or types 
of thofe who fhould come after. 
And there is a ftrong appearance that 
the Apoftle has confidered them as types, 
and prophefied from them, of thofe who 
fhould come after. “ There were (fays 
* he) falfe prophets among the peo- 
* ple, as there will be falfe teachers 
among 
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) 
As it once was fo it 
the former out 


among you.” 
will be again : 
the latter. 

Certain it is, that the Meffen gers, did 


introduce a moft deftructive herefy” 


among the people of old: for only Ca- 


leb and Jofhua wholly followed the — 


Lord, and taught the people to truft in 
him: they only confidered him as true 
to his Promife, and as prefent- with his 
‘people to fubdue their Enemies, that 
they might inherit that Promife: the o- 


ther Meflengers had made fhip-wreck. 


of their Faith — held a contrary. opini- 
on, and faid we are not able to go up, the 
people are fironger than we: now if thus to 
-apoftatize from the Lord, to hold an o- 
pinion repugnant to his word", to en- 

It is not clear that thefe words — 
— (which may be rendered An enfample of 
*¢ who fhall after live ungodly, *) do not refer back to the | 


Meffengers and old world, as well as to Sodom and Go- 
morrha. It will, ‘at leaft, be allowed that the former, 
were as much patterns or enfamples, as the latter: and it 
feems as if they had been all more or lefs copied. 

m It rendered the promife of God of no effet : mies mult 
0 up, in order to inherit the promife. 
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force tliat opinion, ‘and thereby to fub- 
vert many —If this, I fay, be not He- 
rety, what is? 

Thefe Meffengers alfo, 
“Tord that bought them”— that re-_ 
_deemed' them from the land of Egypt: 
and hereby “ they brought upon them- 
felves fwift deftruction”. Again, ma- 
«ny followed their deftructive herefy” 
—to their deftruétion———And thro’ 
«them the way of truth" was. blaf- 
«¢ phemed:” for Mofes was aware, that 
it would be faid, “ Becaufe the Lord was 
“ not able to bring this people into the 
“ Land which he fware unto them, therefore 
s he hath flain them in the Wildernefs.” 

We fee then, that the character of 
the Meflengers, as delivered down by 
Mofes, perfectly agrees with the cha-— 
racter of the falfe Teachers, as defcribed 
by the Apoftle: and fo ftrong is the re- 
femblance, that there is great reafon to 


2 The God of Truth — his and fervice 
See Numb, xiv. 13.0 17. (al oq 
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think, he hail his eye upon: the former 
when he defcribed the latter. — There is 
not indeed one new feature, -uniefs it — 
can be found in the following words — 
“ In covetoufnefs, with feigned words, 
_ they will make merchandife of you.” 
The Metien gers dealt in feigned words ; 
but how far they hoped to make a gain 
of the*people I will not fay?. 
- From what has been faid, it plainly 
appears, that the Meffengers that fin- 
ned’, is a reference well adapted to the 
Apoftles purpofe, and argument: and 
we fhall not eafily find another that 
would have’ fuited fo well: the time | 
when thefe Meflengers finned — the ef- 
fect of their Apoftacy —— the numbers 
feduced by age and the fwift de- 


‘ - 


© Inthis, perhaps, the falfe teachers might bear a greater 
refemblance to the mercenary difpofition of the old world, - 
or of Sedom and Gomorrha, who are alfo referred to; 
but if it was a peculiarity, it was fit to be taken notice of : 
and i it is how 20 mew thing. 


Se Peter here calls the Meffengers that finned. oi ay | 
: The Author of the E piftle to the Hebrews, 
calls the People fimply of TES. iii. 
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ftruction which overtook them, from 
the Lord, made their enfample fuch, as 
might be urged, with peculiar fitnefs, 
at the beginning of the Chriftian Difpen- 
fation: it has its ufe at all times: and 
the wife and prudent will ever look back 
to it with godly fear. 4 

_ The Sin, Judgment, and Deftrudtion, 
of thefe Meflengers, are attefted and de-- 
livered down by Mofes, faithful in the 
Houfe of God, and an Eye-witnefs of 
the Facts. The whole of the matter, 
therefore, would be received, by Chritti- 
ans, as facred and fealed truth — was 
_ moft certainly believed among them, and 
received under this perfuafion, that it 
was written for their inftruction: per- 
fectly adapted to the Apoftle’s purpofe 
and argument, and fo powerfully re- 
commended — where is the other in- 
flance that would have an equal effect ? 
The Story of Angels that finned, had it 
been as much believed in the apoftle’s 
time as it now is, is fcarcely applicable, 


and could not have produced an equal 
effect. 
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effect. There is, therefore, reafon to 
conclude, that the Apoftle fpake of the 
Meflengers that finned: and that all the 
inftances, of the righteous judgment of 
God; referred to by him, are taken from 
the Scripture. 


‘WE turn now to the Epiftle of Jude, 
verfe 6th which, along with its context, 


may be tranflated as follows. 
‘ Beloved I have given all diligence 


“ to write unto you of the common 
“« Salvation, it being needful to write to 


“ you, befeeching you to contend ear- 


“ neftly for the faith once delivered to 
“ the Saints. For certain men have 
“ crept in unawares who were of old pre-_ 


(men) turning the grace of our God 
into lafcivioufnefs ; and denying the 
only 


Jude, ver, 4. — Or POVEY PAU MEV OL 


xpiua ** They of old: prefigured unto this condemnation,” 
the word prefgured is molt fuitable to the context, or fenfe 


of the at for the apoftle has referred to the 
Types. 


“ figured unto this condemnation’, ungodly “* | 
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5 only Lord (Seamornr) God and our Lord 
¢ (xvpror), Jefus Chrift. I will therefore 
« put you in mind; though ye once 
« knew this, that the Lord having faved 
‘ the people out of the Land of Egypt, 
afterwards deffroyed them that believed 
“ not. And the Meffengers who watched 
oy. not duly over their principality, but deferted 
“their proper fration, he kept with perpetual 
chains under darknefs unto the judgment of 
C 3 “ the 


Types. The word wpoyeypaujévol (in Latin, prius defcrip- 


ti or coram depiéti) is literally pre-defcribed or pre-de-_ 


‘ 
a 


picted ; but to pre-defcribe any man, or fet of men, in the 
perfons of others (as in the perfons of the People and 
_ Meffengers in the wildernefs) or to pre-depitt, is exactly the 
wee fame with pre-figuration. It will be faid perhaps that the 
word fometimes fignifies prefcribed, in fuch a fenfe as im- 
plies ordinance : fuppofe it does, yet ftill it is a written cr- 
dinance, and this will refer us back to the Scriptures of the 
Old Teftament: we fay then that thefe «* Certain men 
crept in unawares”? were 70 otherwife ordained unto the 
condemnation fpoken of, than as they were prefigured ' in 
the perfons of the Meflengers, or of the People in the, wil- . 
dernefs, under a former difpenfation + and St Paul confi- 
ders that difpenfation as typical as well as St Peter and St 
Jude. See the Gr. Teft. 1 Cor. x. to verfe, and 
particularly the 6th and 11th verfes, 
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great day': -As alfo Sodom’ and 


« Gomorrha, and the cities about them, 
who after their manner, committed 


“ fornication and followed after ftrange 


= => ~» 


«“ fleth, are fet forth for an enfample, 


« foftainin g the judgment: of eternal 
Fire.” 


Gig “This 


; 


Literally tranflated thus ‘“‘ And the Meflengers — thofe 


‘© who guarded not their Principality, but deferted their 


proper ftation, he guarded with with perpetual chains under thie 
*« darknefs, unto the judgment of the great day.” The (K pated 
above tranflation is in fenfe the fame with this: for to land) 


guard a thing is to watch duly over it, or to look well af- 
ter it, but this the Meffengers (who were Rulers in their 
refpective tribes) did not do by their charge—- by which 
I would be underftood tomean, « thé people committed 


to their care,” over whom they had princi | 


pality; but if they exercifed their authority, it was im a. 


way dire@ly contrary to the end for which it was given, - 
for they perverted the people from following the Lord: 


therefore the Lord guarded them, or kept them duly, 


~ 


perpetual chains of darknefs, until that aweful day im 


which he thought fit to pronounce a - and execute his righte- | 


ous judgment. upon them. See Numb. xiv. 22, 23-— and 


35; 36, 37. 
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This tranflation is, at leaft, as con- 
formable to the original as that in our 
Englifh Verfion: and I think it is lefs 
exceptionable in its fenfe. 

By certain men crept in unawares, 
ungodly men, turning the grace of God 
into lafcivioufnefs, and denying the 


only Defpot, God and our Lord Jefus 
Chrift, we are chiefly to underftand falfe 


teachers, who were active in the bufi- 
nefs; but the Apoftle has an eye to the 
deceived, as well as the deceivers: for 
it was his care for the people that made 


_.. him give all> diligence to write: and 


‘not only the deceivers; but the deceived 
- alfo, were prefigured of old, unto righ- 
, teous judgment or condemnation. 


“Therefore, Jude, who wrote with an 


earneft Zeal to preferve the People from 


feduétion, fets out very judicioufly, with 


holding up to their view the people in 
the wildernefs who were feduced by the 


Mefiengers. He fays, “ I will therefore 
« put YOU —~ (that is, YOU PEOPLE) 
“in mind, tho’ ye once wg ik this, 
that 
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and Rulers in their refpective Tribes : 


( 21 ) 
« that the Lord having faved THE PEO- 
PLE of old, out of the Land of Egypt, 
«afterwards defroyed them that believed 
“ not.” Nor did they — much lefs did 
they efcape, who tau ght or confirmed 


them in their unbelief: for “ The Mef 


“ fengers, thofe; at leaft, who watched 
“ not duly over their Principality, but 


“ with perpetual chains under darknefs 


~“ unto the Judgment of the great day.” 


This will not need much ‘explanation, 
to fuch as have made themfelves maf- 
ters of the hiftory of the Mefiengers; 
and have attended to the remarks we 
have made in the foregoing pages: 
thefe Meflengers had each of them a 
Principality — were all of them Heads 


in this exalted ftation, the Lord — the: 


‘God of Abraham their Father, had placed . 


them, that, in the Faith of HIM, | they. 
might go up at the head) of HIS: 


deferted their proper ftation, he kept 


ad 


PEOPLE, and conduct them unto the 


poffeflion of the promifed land: but they’ 
‘watched | 
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+ ‘watched “not duly over their principality 
over thofe who-were under their autho- 
rity: they were not active, nor anxious, 
to keep them in the right way, — ftead- 

' faft unto the Lord: neither did they en- 
courage, and conduct them forward, to 
the promifed Poffellion: nay, they actu- 
ally deferted their proper flation; for they 
abfolutely refufed to go up at the head 
of their refpective people, as was their 
} Office and duty to have done. 

Jude fays” they were “kept With 

perpetual chains under darknefs’; un- 
« to the judgment of the great day.” — 
So indeed it appears: otherwife they 
would have been enlightened, and have 


P 


a 


$ Mine Copoy rerupnxey — he kept (or 

suarded) with perpetual chains under darknefs’” — here 

is no mention of any place of darknefs; but only under 

aarknefs: fo, I apprehend, Peters expreflion ae 

raplapoocc, which I have tranflated, ‘* tartarized with 

#¢ chains of darknefs,” is expreflive only of that gloom or 

* darknefs in which their minds were held. As the apoftles 

may be fuppofed, to have exprefled the fame thing in dif- 

ferent words, the reader will do well to recolleét, what 
has been obfeved, on the words of St Peter. 
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perceived that well able 46 


bring his people into the land which: he: 
had promifed, -and to fubdue- all: their 
Enemies under them. But let the jut: ; 
tice of God ftand clear — they were not 
concluded under darknefs,. till they had ° 


firft refifted, or clofed. their eyes upon, . 
a light, which would probably Have’ 
faved Sodom and Gomorrha: they were « 
ftill the children of unbelief, after all ' 


his works and wonders which he had. 
fhewn them — after all the marvellous” 
things that he did before them, in the 
land of Egypt, in the field of Zoan— 
after he divided the Red Sea, thro’ which 
they paffed as on dry land — after he 
had “ dafhed in pieces” their old Enemy 
and Oppreflor, Pharaoh, with all his 
chariots and his hoft, over whom he, 
the Lord, triumphed glorioufly, and 


threw the horfe and his rider into the 


fea. After all this thefe Meflengers: were: 
in darknefs' — this ten times, faith the 
Lord, 


tlt was revealed unto fens that ‘¢ his feed fhould _— 


be ftr in a land that howls them 400 years 
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( 24 ) 


Lord, have they tempted — have they 
- provoked me. In fhort their darknefs 
. ‘Was perpetual and accompanied them 

‘unto 


«¢ and afterwards that nation will I judge faith the 
Lord.” Gen. xv. 13, 14. Sothe Egyptians afflicted 
‘* Iirael — made them ferve with rigour — made their lives 
‘* bitter with hard bondage — flew their male children — 
«€ and mightily oppreffed them.” Therefore did the Lord 
; 4 judge that nation. ‘The Children of Ifrael fighed and 
bos a s« their cry came up unto God — he heard their groaning 
¢* and remembered his covenant with Abraham :”’ here is 


the primary caufe of the judgments upon Pharaoh and the a 
land of Egypt. And if the Lord hardned the Hearts of a 
Pharaoh and bis People, who had before approved themfelves 
eppreflors and murtherers, ripe for deftruction — «« That 

- * he might multiply his figns and his wonders, and make - 
- his name glorious throughout the earth” — where is the 
_ injuftice ? The caufe of the judgments exifted before God 
 fpake unto Mofes, and Pharaoh’s heart being hardned, only = 
determined the mode, in which they fhould be introduced : 
_ and nothing could be more beneficial to the world than fl 
' Pharaoh’s hardnefs. Obferve alfo, with refpeé to the Mef- 
” fengers, that the arm of the Lord had been amply revealed, 
_ before the day in which they firft fet foot in the wildernefs 
— or at leaft on that day: and both they and the people 
had already fufficient grounds for believing the Lord a 
and trufting in his Power: certain it is, that when they 2 

| had corrupted themfclves with the molten calf, he threat- 
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unto the jud gment of the great day, 
when the Lord pronounced judgment - 


againft them, and hee died of the plague 


before him”. 
Now if the cafe of the Meffengers 


was fuch as has been reprefented, ¢and 
it is fubmitted to the reader whether it 
‘was not,) then, what could tend more.to 
preferve the people of God from falfe 
teachers, than an apprehenfion that they 
were typified or prefigured under thefe 


ned to confume them; what fhall we fay then? was not 
his anger juftly kindled ? had they not already deferved to 
die the death? doubtlefs. But fuppofe he forbare and fuf- - 
fered their manners, yet a long time in the wildernefs, 
and kept them in chains of darknefs till a future day, | 
that he might more effeétally inftruct the world in his fear ° 
— fuppofe this, and the difpenfation is gracious. By wifely ) 
timing the judgment of thefe Meflengers, we are taught 
the danger of departing from the Lord, of his 
Power, and of feducing his People. 

xpiow peyaane kept them— 
«* unto the judgment of the great day;” In Peter's Epiftle— 
mapédwner tig xpicw rernpyutreg —= delivered them kept Or 


e referved unto judgment.” The language, context and 


argument, require both ‘to be interpreted of a f ajud judgment ie 


palit : 
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Meflengers ? — every part of whofe cha- 
racter, as drawn out by the Apottles, 1S 
caleulated to create a godly jealoufy and 
fear: and the fwift deftruction which o- 
vertook them, in the day that the Lord 
rofe up to judgment, together with the 
overthrow of all the People in the wil- 
dernefs, who were joined to them, could 
not fail of having a effect 


WE hive now the Texts fe- 
parately: and may obferve that Peter 
and Jude have, ‘upon the whole; faid 
the fame things — nearly in the fame 
“language ; but there is fome difference 

between 


paft: and tho’ the phrafes, n nutpa éxtivn, n nutpa xupis, 

&e. have moftly been underftood of one 

day, in which God will judge the quick and dead; yet 

| ; this does not always hold in the New Teft. and feldom, if 

Lever in the Old. The judgment pronounced and executed, 
from thenceforth upon the people, and Jpeedily upon the 
Meffengers, in the wilderneds, that day or: time: 
hence. it is called, peyaan oreat day.” It 
was alfo a day or time of Judgment: and other times of 
temporal judgment are /7i// more emphatically marked, See 


Joel fi. 31. Malachi iv, s. Matthew x, 23. &c. 
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between them, be 
taken notice of. 


St Peter prophefied — - fore told the Bre- | 


thren, that as-there had been falfe pro-. 


phets among the people of old, fo there 
_fhould be falfe teachers among them — 
who would introduce deftruétive here- 


fies, and deny the Lord that bou ghe 


them. 
St Jude did not prophefie: had: 


before him: certain men were crept it 


unawares, ungodly men, who were.ac- 
tually turning the grace of God into laf- 
civioufnefs, and denying the only Lord 
God and our Lord Jefus Chrift. So far 
Peter's prediction was already fulfilled. 

~ Peter had faid, refpecting thefe men 


— that many would follow their de- 


ftructive herefies — that-thro’ them the 


way of truth would be blafphemed — 
and that in covetoufnefs, with feigned 


words, they would make merchandife 
of the People. 


Jude feems to have alk 


and therefore, to > prevent the mif- 


chief 
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chief, ‘gave all dilidrexice to write unto the 
people — referring to events recorded in 
the Qld Teft. full to the above atleast 
if confidered as Types. 
_ Peter fays, that thefe falfe teachers 
would bring upon themfelves fwift de- | 
-ftruction — that to them the judgment 
_ of old lingered not, and the deftruction 
of them (of old) flumbered not: this he 
explains and exemplifies — by the Meffen- 
gers that finned in the wildernefs, as being 
indeed. a moft applicable inftance — and 
fupports it with two others, the o/d world, 
and Sedom and Gomorrha—on all of whom 
fwift deftruction once came. 

Jude fays they were prefi gured, or 
pre-depicted of old, and barely refers the 
people to their types, or exemplars, THE 
MeEss—ENGERs —— and herein he leaves his 
readers to judge of the event”. 

But 
"Ww Verfe sth, hi | will therefore put you in remembrance © 
* tho’ ye once knew this’ — tho’ ye muft have heard or 
, Pead of it “« how that the Lord, &c.”’ His barely putting 
them in remembrance of the fcriptures referred to, is, 1 


think, afufficient proof thathe would have them confidered 
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But what is moft worthy of note, is 
that the two Apoftles had fomewhat dif- 
ferent views in writing —not fo much 
upon the whole, as in thofe particular 
parts of their Epiftles, which have fal- 

len under our notice. _— 
Peter prophefied of *falfe 
'defcribed their character, that they might 

be known, when they fhould appear. 
Jude had perceived their entrance in- 
to the Church, and gave all diligence 
to write, that he might, if poflible, pre- 
ferve the people from feduction, — Hence, 
he very prudently confounds the falfe 
teachers, with thofe taught by them — 
confiders them together as one body of 
ungodly men prefigured of old —and 


inferts, what it nearly concerned the 


” 


as typical : indeed if it were not fo, if God’s former difpen=' - 

fations were not predefcriptive, and certain indications, of | 

his future dealings with men, there could be no certain 

infttuction derived from them. This will be allowed with } 

refpect to his judgments: and fimilar judgments feem to . 
: imply a fimilarity of Chara@er, in the perfons judged. 
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People to know and keen. in mind, viz 
Y« That the Lord having faved the people 
out of the Land of Egypt, afterward 
“ deftroyed them that believed not.” And 
‘the Meffengers alfo—he referved unto 
judgment. This was bringing the mat- 
‘ter home to the people, and was well 
calculated to convince them, that their 
firft care ought to be for themfelves. 
And tho’ this, refpecting the people in 
the wildernefs, is left out of Peter’s pro- 
phecy, refpecting falfe teachers; yet it 
neither is, nor ought to be omitted, in 
y¥ an addrefs to the pee to guard againit 
them’ 


UPON 


Peter refers to the Meffengers oly ; hecaute re- 
ference only was full and direé& to the purpofe of his Pro- 
phecy refpecting falfe teachers, who in Station and Cha- 
racter would refemble the Meffengers; but Jude firft refers 
to the People feduced by them, as a thing moft neceflary 
to be kept in mind, by the then People of God, when falfe 
teachers were among them. It appears to me, that Peter 
has prophefied from the Meflengers as Types, and that 
Jude refers to Them and the People of old as fuch —as St 
Paul has done i in his 1 _ to the ee, Chap. x. 
already 
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UP O N the whole, nothing can be 
more. evident, than that the perfons who 


finned, mentioned by St Peter, and thofe 


who watched not duly over their prin- 
cipalities, mentioned by St Jude, are the 
fame; and we conclude, from the fore- 


‘going obfervations, that they were juft 


“as much Angels —as thofe received by 


Rahab, the harlot ; ; who, we certainly 


know, were. neither more nor lefs than 


Meflengers’. This interpretation is not 


only more countenanced by the lan- 


‘guage of the Apoftles——is not only 


more fuitable to the conneétion, and ar- 


gument; but it refts on a much better 


foundation, on a more clear and un- 
doubted authority, than is 


already referred to in note q.——But fuppofing this was 


_not fo, that would not prove that there 1 is any referenice : 


to Angels or fpiritual Beings. 


James ii. 25. Was not Rahab the Harlot 
by works when fhe had redeived the Mef- 


« fengers”—fent by Jofhua to fpy fecretly, and to view 


the Land, even Jericho. Jofhua, Chap. ii. 
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St Jude fays, he put the people in 
mind of what they once: knew; but 
fuppofing him to fpeak of “ Angels<q 
“ which kept not their firft eftate;~but 
“left their own habitation, and are 
“ referved in everlafting chains under 
« darknefs unto the judgment of a great 
day, yet future,” as in our tranflation 
——fuppofing Jude to fpeak thus, ahd 
whence fhould the people once have — 
known it? The Old Teftament fays not 
-aoword of any fuch thing: and the 
whole fect of the Sadducees, in our Sa- 
viour’s time, believed neither Angel nor 
‘Spirit to exift; but confined their Faith 
to one God only : — apprehending, 
fuppofe, that the Angels and Spirits, 
mentioned in the Old Teftament, were 
meer imaginary Beings, introduced for 
the fake of reprefentation. 

The Pharifees, it is true, c confefled both 
Angels and Spirits: and the fcriptures, 
doubtlefs, countenance fuch a belief ; 
but as we are cautioned not to intrude 
into 
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into things not feen, and told that fe- 
cret things belong to the Lord,. we fhall - 
do well not to be wife above the. reach 


of reafon and fente, and what j iS--Writ- 
ten or revealed. What can fairly be 
collected from the {criptures, on this 
head, is, in fum, nearly as. follows. 
_Angels are reprefented unto; us as a 


uperior order. of Beings, employed 


the Meffengers of God: and hence they 
derived their name, The Old and New 


Teftaments both favour the Idea of a 


local Heaven, where God is. more pecu- 


liarly prefent, where the An gels behold | 
his face, and receive his commands: 
from hence they are faid to be difpatch- 
ed, on fome particular occafions, to 


reveal or to execute the will of God: 


and once in the Old Teftament we read, 
that God fent evil Angels amon g the 
Egyptians — as alfo of the deftroying 
angel; but this is fpoken only in re; 
{pect of their commiffion, which was 
to hurt and deftroy ; for both were per- 
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fubject anid “obedient unto 
fo that, on ‘the whole; there is not the 
‘grourid to bélieve, that any Angel, 


An gels, ‘were fuppofed to have‘ fal: 
\ from their and 
Jegiance to God. 


Thé Jews who eon fetta Spirits, 


fidered ‘them, ‘chiefly, as having their 


place iipon earth, tho’ they did acknow- 
ledge Others elfewhere: in the New Teft. 
in particular, we have often read of. Dee 
mons, of impure ‘or evil Spirits > — 
thefe they apprehended to be’ the fouls 

of dead or departed as we 
here- 


2 Evil Angels, fo called, becaufe /ent to infli& Plagues 
upon Egypt, or the Egyptians. Pf. Ixxviii. 49. A-deftroy- | 


ing Angel becaufe fent to deftroy the people, or to {mite 
the peltilence, 2 Sam. xxiv,.16. But there are.fome 


ea ‘able i interpreters who think thefe ‘Angels denote the plagues } 


only ; God is reprefented as acting by Angels or Meffen- — 


—> gers: ‘and it is cértain that << Fire and Hail, Storm and — 


* 


‘* Tempett, Plague-and Peftilence, may be Ais Meffengers 


,. “* to fulfil his word.’’” An appearance, in cafe of Plague, 


may denote only the divine prefence : and prove, that it 


‘ was from, or of the Lord, not natural, . 
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“héreafier endeavour to prove’: but: 
doth not’ at all-appear, that before, ate 
or fhortly after our Saviour’s time, any! 
fpirits were judged to be fallen Angels, 
or ‘fpiritual Exiftences that had finned 
both facred -and profane hiftory give a! 
different account of them, 2 
“The Gods,’ Demi-gods, Demons, Bee. 
of the Gentile world, were, indeed, ve- 
ry numerous; but there’ is nothing in” 
the Theology, ‘Or Pneumatolo gy, of the’ 
Heathen Writers, not even of théig Poets, 
from whence we may concliide, thag 
they conceived of any of them as fallen 
Angels: for the famous Pluto, was own - 
brother to and’ his ‘Minifters, 
were in their trufts, 


The Notions concerning about out Saviour’s. 
time, have been ‘collected, from the beft authorities,. 
‘Dr Lardner, in ‘his Tra@s; by Dr‘Newtoi, in his Differ’ 
tations on Prophécy; and lately by Mr Farmer, in his. 
Differtations on Miracles : It only remains, that we fhould 
fearch the Scriptures, and point out fome Errors if the 
3 application of known Truths. 
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. — unlefs the Judges erred through ig- 


norance ; tho’ that was never 


2, by the ancients. 

' ‘Therefore whether St Jude wrote to 
_ Jews or Gentiles, there is litle ground 
to think, that he reminded the people | 
only of what they once knew, if he. 
meant to be underftood as {peaking of 
Angels, or Spiritual Beings, “ who kept 
“not their firft Eitate, but left their 
“ own Habitation, &c””’ However, 

_fuppofe we fhould, without reafon, (or 
— all the reafons that have been 


be, 


b The of this Epittle of as well as of 
the 2. Epiltle of Peter, was much queftioned, in the early 
ages of the Church, chiefly on account of fome references, 
thought to be apocryphal: I might therefore argue, that 
fo far as the dodtrine of fallen Angels, is grounded on any 
thing, contained in thefe two epiftles, fo far that deGrine 
1s of doubtful authority: and indeed if the reference to 
angels that. finned, were a reference to an apocryphal. 
Book, the argument would be good. But I have not a- 

wailed myfelf of fuch an argument, The prophecy of 
Peter, it feems, approved itfelf by facts: and, whenever 
that happened, the Epittle of was worthy of 
tation. 
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advanced) grant that fuch a notion did ‘ 
once prevail ; yet if it was merely conjec- = 
ture,.and refted only on human autho- 
rity, is it likely, that Peter. and Jude, : : 
fhould both put. their apoftolic feals.to > 
it? Or fuppofe we fhould defcend:a lit- 
tle further, and even allow the thing to 
have. been -moft.. certainly believed, . and 
that too upon good authority, tho’. this" 
doth not at all appear; yet fill, Angels 
that finned, would be an inftance lefs 
‘ adapted, to the Apottles. argument, than 
that of: the Meflengers that finned: for, 

befides what has already been urged on 
that -head, we may. yet. add — that. if 
- Angels and Men, have different natures 
and different powers (as is generally 
believed) then the juft . judgment of God 


upon. the former, might not at all affect 


the latter: nor doth it appear that there } 
is any fimilarity, between the circum- 
‘ftances of the falfe teachers, who fhould 
afterwards come, and the circumftances 
of the Angels who are faid to have fin- 
ned ; ; and if we take the paflages, as 2 
they 
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they ftand, “in the tranflation, 
_ we fhall find a difference and difpropor- 
tion, ‘between the parts which. ought 


agree, on which account the argument 
becomes ‘loofe and inconclufive. 


theréforé conclude, that the Meffengers, 
who by’ a falfe and evil'report, caufed — 
the people of old'to apoftatize from the 
Lord, ‘and who ‘did’ thereby bring ‘fwift 
deftruction ‘upon themfelves — this, I 
fay, is a reference much moré appli- 
cable and proper in the cafe of falfe 
teachers - — again which the Apoftles 
cautioning the’people, and fhewing 
them that they fhould -bear their judg- 
* ment, whoever’ they were, as others 
,_before’ them had 

“But there is great reafon to believe, 
that the notion of fallen Angels, ff. a- 
roe, from a mifconftru ftion of the very 

ges we have'been confidering. The 

Gentiles, when they came to preach the 

‘not being fufficiently read and 

_ fkilled in the Jewith Scriptures, that Is, 


in Old Teftament, might éafilyo- 
-verlook 
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Evil mentioned in Oth’ thie od 
and New Teftameiits — and for the 
‘Devil and his mentioned in the 
‘oF Matthew." 
“And when‘ once: 
be mifconiftried of fallen’ angels; ‘atid 
that: ‘interpretation came to ‘be ‘received, 
it is no more to wondered’ at, “that it 
hath continued a teceived doctrine, than 
that the doctrines of purgatory, tranfub- - 
ftahtiation, ‘and others, fhould: ftill 
tintie, and bé received, in the Church — 
of Rome. When error is once fubftitu- 
ted and eftablifhed for truth, it'is'after- 
wards taken for granted, ‘without ‘ex- 
amination: fo the fyftem of fallen An- 
_ gels, once wrought up, and glofled o- 
ver, hath for ages been fwallowed with- 
‘out ceremony. 
But it will certainly be granted, that 
Peter and Jude, may have referred to the 
_Meffengers that finned: and it ought to 


\be granted that the Greek is not wrefted, 
nor . 
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nor the fenfe of the paflages injured, 
when made favourable to fuch a refe- 
rence: hence it will follow, that all that 
has been faid, and written, for centuries 
paft, concerning fallen Angels, may have 
no grounds in Scripture: for the two 
ages we have been confiderin g, have 
ever been urged, as the moft direct 
proofs, that Angels did fin and fall. 
_ There.is reafon, therefore, to fland 
in doubt whether Satan be..a fallen ‘An- 
gel: and upon the fuppofition that he 
may not, it is propofed to fearch the 
Scriptures: a clofe attention to what is 
written therein concerning him, will, 
mott probably, lead us to the true Idea, 
which we ought to annex to EFS for- 
midable name. 
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INQUIRY 


Into the Scripture Meaning of the Word 


NHE purport of this inquiry is, 

_ chiefly, to inveftigate the fenfe 
of the word Satan, as it is ufed in fa- 
cred writ: And that we may not, at 
laft, fix on an erroneous fenfe, it is pro-— 
pofed to examine every paflage wherein 
the word occurs. It will be much if 
the fpirit of God (even in this matter) 
has not conveyed a clear and determi- 
nate fenfe to pofterity: Some paflage or 
other will doubtlefs fpeak plain; and, 
I hope, there are none which are cloath- 
ed with impenetrable darknefs. 
_. Trufting, therefore, that God has not 
left us in the dark, in matters which 
we are concerned to know and under- 
ftand, 
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fland, we turn to his word with the 
greater alacrity—in humble confidence 
that this our labour will not be in vain. 
It will be proper that we fhould be- 
gin with the Old Teftament—herein, in 
our Englifh verfion at leaft, the word 
occurs only four times,—or on four 
different occafions. Namely, In the. 
firfi Book of Chronicles, Chap. xxi.— 
In the Book of Job, Chap. 1. and 1u.— 
In the cixth Pfalm.— And in the Pro- © 
phecy of Zechariah, Chap. iu. We now 
proceed to examine the paflages, in or- 
der as they occur, more particularly 
with a vieW to determine the fenfe of 
the word Satan. | 
In 1 Chron. xxi. 1. it is written that 
« Satan ftood up againft Ifrael, and pro- 
yoked David to number Ifrael.” _ 
We have a parallel to this fcripture. 
2 Samuel. Chap. xxiv. 1.——where we 
read that “ The anger of THE LORD 
“ was kindled againft Ifracl, and HE 
“ moved David againft them, to fay, go 
“ number Ifrael and Judah.” 
In 
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C 
In order to a right underftanding of 
the Hiftory, contained in the two Chap- 
ters juft referred to, and to prove that 
the writers of them are no ways incon- 
fiflent with each other, it may be pro- 
per to make fome remarks, not abfo- 
lutely necelary:: to the we fet 
out upon. 

It has been afked, how David Chned 
in numbering the people ?—— and, why 
the deftroying Angel was mice forth on 
that occafion ? 
In anfwer to thefe aireftions, we may 
refer to Exodus, Chap. xxx. rith to 
17th Verfe — where we are informed, 
that —-“ The Lord fpake unto -Mofes, 
“ faying, when thou takeft the fum of 
“ the Children of Ifrael, after their num- 
“ ber; then fhall they give every man 
“aq ranfom for his foul unto the Lord, 
“ that there be no plague among them 
when thou numbereft: thenm——and 
-« thou fhalt take the atonement money 
“(which was ‘half a {hekel per man) of 
ine, of Ifrael, and fhall: ap- 

point 
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“ point it for the fervice of the taberna- _ 
* cle of the congregation, that it may 
“ be for a memorial unto the Children 
« of Ifrael before the Lord, to make an 
atonement for your fouls.” This, it 
feems, was to be a ftanding saneiiave \ 
in Ifrael, when the fum of the people, _ 
from twenty years old and upwards, 
fhould be taken: but after fuch an or- 
Y dinance was given, nothing but a com- 
mand from God, or a ftrong and mani- 
feft neceflity, could juftify fuch a ftep 
as that of numbering the people: for 
as every man, from the richeft down to 
' the pooreft, was to give half a thekel 
on this occafion, David ought not to 
have amufed himfelf, at fuch an ex- 
‘pence to each individual in his king- 
‘dom, who exceeded the age of twenty 
_ years: and to number the people with- 
, out the ranfom was a direct a 
of the ordinance. 
“~ This without all doubt was the real 
truth of the matter: David appears to 
have had no intention of taking the 
ranfom 
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ranfom money of the people, when he. 
fent Joab to number them; but only 
to know their number. In this, there- 


fore, he finned againft an ordinance of 
the Lord, and the ranfom not bemg given 
by the people, was the apparent tref ais 
for which they fell. 


The King’s order to number the peo- | 


ple was difagreeable (the text fays abo- 
-minable) to Joab: and he expoftulated 
with his Uncle, faying, “ Why doth 
“my Lord require this thing? Why 
«will he be a caufe of trefpafs to If 


“ rael?’ He, and the Captains of the 
hoft, confidered the matter as drawing 
the whole nation into a trefpafs: Not- 


withftanding they could not prevail with 
David to defift. Such was his curiofity 
to know the number of the people! 


As the hiftory in Samuel is firft, in 


the order of our Bible, and traces the 
matter to the fountain, we {hall clear 


it, in the firtt place, and then proceed” 


to thew, how the account in the Chro- 
2° nicles 
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nicles is perfectly confiftent and recon- . 
cileable. therewith. 

In Samuel it is faid—“ Again the. 
“ anger of the Lord was kindled againit 
Ifrael, and he moved David againft 
“them, to fay, go number Ifrael and 
Judah.” 

The fame form of expreffion occurs 
frequently in the Old Teftament. It is 
-faid that “ God moved the Captains of 
“ the King of Syria, to depart from Je- 
* hofhaphat King of Judah*:” And Da- 
vid faid unto Saul “ If the Lord have 
 ftirred thee up (or, have moved thee’) 
 againft me, let him accept an offer-— 
“ing; but if the children of men, 
“ curfed be they before the Lord.” The 
Lord, alfo, is faid,—to move to jealou- 
fy,——to ftir up adverfaries, — to ftir up 
a fcourge,——to ftir up the Medes, &c. 

_There is, no doubt, a propriety in 
this mode of expreffion: it denotes that 
| the 


2 Chron, xviti. 31. 
b 1 Sam. xxvi. 19. 
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- the providence of God, is fome way con- 
cerned, in bringing about thofe things, 
-unto which he is faid to move ; or that 
fauch and fuch movements are his 
appointment. To the fame effect, Ado- 
-nijah fays “ The Kingdom is turned a- 
“ bout, and is become my brother’s, for 
«it was his from the Lord*.”——And “ El 
“ expoftulated with his fons for their 
“-wickednefs ; but they hearkened not for. 
“the Lord would flay them‘.” ’ SO David 
conceived it poflible enough, that Saul’s 
perfecution of him, might be from the 
Lord, for fome fin that he had com- ' 
mitted: and fo, alfo, in the Text un- 
der confideration, it is faid, that “/The 
Lord’s anger was kindled againft’ Ifrael, 
and therefore he moved David againtt 
them to number them —to draw on 
them a trefpafs, with refpect to an or- 
dinance which himfelf had given them. 
‘What! did God draw on them a 
gel 


Kings ii. 16. 
$ 1 Sam, il, 25. 
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trefpafs?) Was he any ways concerned 
in making them tranfgrefs his own or- 
dinance? We have faid fo; and doubt 
not but his providence was concerned. 
But obferve —that this ordinance (and 
many others which God gave unto. If- 
rael, his people, by Mofes) had nothin “— 
morally good or evil in it. The réafon, 
why God chofe this people to be his peo- | 
ple, was, that he might, through them, 
manifeft himfelf wnto all the world‘: and 

one reafon, why he gave them fo many 
external ordinances, was, that he might 
-manifeft himfelf the fooner and more 
clearly: for thefe external ordinances en- 
abled the furrounding nations to judge, 
with the greater certainty, of the obe- 
dience or difobedience of Ifrael, unto 
the Lord their God: and when they alfo 
faw a bleffing or curfe follow (and thefe 
too were vifible that they might fee) 
what could tend more to extort this 
¥ confeflion, “ THE Lorp, ‘HE Is THE 


¢ See Exodus yii. 5. and Numb. xiv. 21. : 
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“Gop:” for the Gods of the nations 
never appeared to do good or to do 
evil —to execute the leaft judgment or 
juttice upon earth—~to fave or to de- 
Therefore, tho’ a of the ordi- 
nances, which the Lord gave unto Ifrael, . 
had naturally no goodnefs in them: yet ] 
it was good for the world that fuch or- © 4 
dinances were given: it was good not 
only for thofe who were near, but even 
for thofe who were afar off — the for- 
mer would fee, and the latter would 
hear, how the Lord walked with Ifrael : 
and the conclufion was near unto both 
—- that there was no God like unto the 
Lord — none, whofe works, were ‘like 
unto his works. 
When the Mofaic Difpenfation, with 
its ceremonial Law, attended with the . 
temporal bleffing and curfe, is confider- 
ed in this light, it will appear, every 
way worthy of God, — founded in wif. 
dom, and goodnefs, and grace. 
And tho’ Ifrael was a ftiff-necked peo- 
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te.) 
ple, that neither did nor could pre- 
vent the Lord from manifefting himéfelf, 
through them: for if they forfook him 
and his ordinances, fo that he could 
not blefs them in the eye of the fur- © 
rounding nations, then the curfe took > 
place: and the Lord fet vifible marks of © 
his difpleafure upon them, and upon 
the land which he had given them. In 
the day of tranfgreflion, when they re- 
fufed to hearken and obey, he made 
the plagues of the people grievous: and 
their Land, which was as the garden of 
Eden, became like the country of So- 
dom and Gomorrha, Admah, and Ze- 
boim, which the Lord overthrew in his 
anger and in his wrath: fo that the 
next Generation, and their children, and 
the ftranger that came from far,—even 
all Nations fhould fee the Lord’s doings, 
and fay, “ Wherefore hath the Lord done 
“thus unto this land? what meaneth 
“the heat of this great anger?” The 
antwer was near and ready“ Becaufe 
“they have foriakken the covenant. of 
the 
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« the Lord, the God of their Fathers‘” 


Hence, if he could not teach the Na- 


tions, by blefling his people, that he 


was good and gracious, a rewarder of 
them’ who diligently fought him ; he 
taught them, at leaft, by the curfe, that 
he was a God executing judgment and. 
juftice, and truth in refpect of his ‘word 
and promife — that vengeance belong- 
ed unto him and he ‘would repay. 

There is no doubt, however, but a 
neglec& of moral precepts, and a’ difobe- 
dient heart,. were always moft difplea- 
fing. in the eye of God: and the Lord 
might often fee fufficient caufe, to cor- 
rect his people for hypocrify, for clofe 


and fecret fins, whilft, in the eye of 


men, they kept his ordinances. He 
might juftly have {mitten, when 'the fur- 
rounding Nations could not well know, 


wherefore the Lord had done the thing. 


But he forbare till’ their tranfgreffion 


became manifeft: and his providence 


might fometimes’ be concerned in ma- 
king it’fo, that his judgments might 


f See Deut, xxix. 18. to 29. 
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be manifeited alfo, and teach the 
righteoufnefs. 

Thus the fons of Eli were far gone a 
in wickednefs before their father expo- 
ftulated with them: that God whofe. 
priefts they were could not be pleafed 
with their doings; nay, he had deter- 
“mined to make his wrath known, and 
therefore defeated the effect of their Fa- 

ther’s counfel, that, by making them 
enfamples, he might teach future Priefts 
to fhun their crimes: and when their 
wickednefs was fully ripe, in the eyes 
of all the people, he cut mem both 
down, in one day. 

Thus, alfo, in the cafe Be us, If- . 
rael had difpleafed the Lord, and his 
anger was kindled again{ft them, before 
he moved David, to fay, “ Go number 
“ them.” —- They were already vefiels 
of wrath fitted to deftruction, however 
clofe and fecret their wickednefs might — 
be: and therefore did he move David 
to draw on them a trefpafs, in refpect 
of an external ordinance — by which 

vifible 
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_vifible trefpafs, and the vifible judgment 
that followed it, the furrounding na- 
tions, thofe of them at leaft, who had 
eyes to fee and ears to. hear, a 
furely profit. 

_ But be it remembered, that, the Lord 

_ did not move David to draw his people 
into a trefpafs againft any moral law: 
and recollect alfo; that the judgment in- 
flicted was temporal only.. As to the 
judgment of the great day, when-God 
fhall judge the quick and the dead; we 
only know, that the judge of all the 
earth will certainly do right. 

However it was that David was mo- - 
ved to number the people, he did not. 
perceive it as a notice from God: for: 
his heart fmote him when he had done | 
the thing: and indeed as he had an ex- 
prefs command not to number them, | 
without the ranfom; nothing but an — 
exprefs command to the contrary, would ~ 
have been a fufficient difpenfation: be- — 
fides, the inftruments, whereby God ef- 


fects his purpofes, are not always inno- 
cent. 
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cent. He may move the blood-thirfty 
to flay the guilty rather than the inno- 
cent : but bloodfhed is not therefore ex- 
cufable in the agent: he that thirfteth 


_ after blood is a murtherer. in principle, 


and the Lord only directs that principle 
to his own wife ends, making it fub- 
fervient ‘to: his providence: fo fome patf- 
fion might work in David, which was 
not good in the fight of God, and this 


he might convert towards numbering 


the people, rather than fuffer it to take 
a turn no lefs’ wicked, and eventually 
productive of more evil.. Numbering 
the: people was ‘an event, which God 
made iufe of to his own glory, and the 
good: of mankind: fo our Hiftorian, 
who was a Prophet, perceived this, and 
that the thing was from the Lord, tho’ 
David himfelf did not: his convictions, 
therefore, were juft enough, that he had 
done foolifhly. Thus much on this re- 


- markable piece of ‘hiftory as it flands in 


the fecond Book of Samuel. But, 
of the firft Book of 
Chronicles 
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Chonicles informs wus that, 


ftood up againft Ifrael, and provoked 
David to number Ifrael.” —THe Lorn, 
therefore, moved David, to number the 
people, sy SatTan-——who was the in- 
ftrument or means in the hand of the 
- Thus much we certainly know, that 


the word Satan fignifies. an adverfary 


of fome fort or other. And, 


When Solomon’s ftrange wives had 
drawn him into Idolatry, it is faid, that, 


«“ The Lord ftirred up an adverfary unto 


« him, Hadad the Edomite®:” and again, 


that, “ He ftirred up another adverfary, 
 Rezon’ the Son of Eliadah®. In the 
Septuagint this occurs in one and the 


fame verfe — which runs thus “ And - 


“ the Lord raifed up Satan to Solomon, 
“ Hadad the Edomite, and Rezon the 


“ Son of Eliadah —and they were Sas ; 


“ tan to Ifrael all the days of Solomon’. 


Here ~ 


y Kings xi. 94 
h Vide LXX. 1 Kings xi. 1a. 
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Here the word Satan evidently means, 
an Adverfary, or Adverfaries, at war 
with Solomon and his people Ifrael. 
And there can be no reafonable ground 
of doubt, but that the Satan, who pro- 


-voked David to number the people, was 


an Adverfary of the fame fort — an 
Adverfary whom the Lord had raifed 
up, threatning him, and his people, 
with war. Such an Adverfary, efpeci 
ally if a powerful one, would naturally 
| fuggeft to David the thought of num- 
bering his people—that he might know 


his ftrength, and what force, he could, 
’ on occafion, bring to the field. 


The fenfe of the word Satan, in the 
above quotation from the Septuagint, 


- is clear and evident to every capacity: 


‘that fenfe therefore is authorized by the 


Septuagint’: and as this ancient verfion 
of the is molly (af not always) 
quoted. 


i This fenfe is authorized from other paflages in the 
Hebrew; but as the Author is not {killed in that lan. 
guage, he choofes to reft on the authority of the Sep- 
tuagint alone. 
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quoted in the New Teftament, we need 
not. wifh a better authority: it has the 
feal of our Lord and his Apoftles in mat- 
ters pertaining to do¢trine: but if it had 
not --- if we fhould fet it on a levelonly 
with other ancient authors; yet even 
then its authority muft be fufficient 
when the fenfe of a word only is to 
be determined from it: for the Seventy — &§ 
would doubtlefs make ufe of words in | ie a 
the fame fenfe in which they themfelves, | 
and others of their underftood. 


them. | 
‘We have therefore attained. to 


‘ 


a clear and determinate fenfe of the word = = 
Satan, under the hand of the Seventy gz 


imterpreters: and we may be certain,- 
that in their times, it denoted an Adver-: Fe 
fary or an Enemy at war with Ifrael:; 
this fenfe doth eafily and naturally dif 
folve a feeming inconfiftency between 
two parallel Scriptures, which hath been, 

in thefe latter times, not a little excru- 
ciating to interpreters. and commenta- 
tors: fince, therefore, | vy applying a 
fenfe 
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.fenfe clearly afcertained in one pafiage, 
“the inconfiftency between two others 
hath vanifhed at once, this ftamps a 
value upon our difcovery, and fhould 
teach us, not wantonly to depart from 
that fenfe of fcripture terms, which the 
{criptures themfelves have clearly daif- 
covered: for it is eafy to fee, in the cafe 
before us, that we may be greatly mif- 
led by Traditions and Syftems. — 
__ We conclude therefore, that as the 
’ Lord raifed up Satan, or an Adverfary, 
- unto Solomon, Hadad the Edomite, and 
Rezon the Son of Eliadah, and that as 
they were Satan, or Adverfaries, unto 
 Ifrael, all the days of Solomon; fo when 
the anger of the Lord was kindled a- 
gainft Ifrael he raifed up Satan, an Ad- | 
verfary, i.e. fome neighbouring King 
or Kings, and by this means did he © 
move David againft them to fay go num- — 
_ ber Ifrael: for, when fuch an Adverfary 
flood up, he provoked David to num- 
. ber his men of war: and in doing this | 
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he and his people tref{pafied againt the 
Lord. 
When a word has once a 
meaning, diftinét and different from 
that which was in the writer's mind, 
and which he intended to convey; it is” 
-no wonder if the paflages, wherein fuch 
word occurs, fhould be perplexed and 
difficult: Ideas to which the writer 
was a perfec ftranger, prefent them- 
felves unto the reader: hence, the con- 
nection becomes broken or difmember- 
ed, and the fenfe of the paflage incohe- 
rent, if not contradictory. Thus the . 
reader, with his own Ideas, ftrives in 
vain to underftand his author, and 
thinks the fault is in the book, which 
is only in his own underftanding: This, 
Iam afraid, is often the cafe with fuch 
as complain of great difficulties in fcrip- 
ture: for tho’ there fhould be fome 
things hard to be underftood, from the 
very .nature of the fubject, yet this will 
never be complained of by thofe, who 
underftand the more eafy (but not lefs 
weighty) 
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- weighty) matters, contained in the fa- 
cred volume. 


But if, through the ignorance or craft 


of men in ages paft, any confiderable 


number of fcripture terms, loft their 
primitive meanings and acquired new 
Ones, this would fpread a vail of dark- 
nefs over the whole: and it will never 


be removed till the primitive meanings 


are afcertained and reftored:* through 
the bleffling of God upon the labours of 
his fervants, who have fought the truth 


im the love of it, and in his own word, 


much hath been done in late times: 
but there is ftill work for the fkilful 
feribe: and tho’ he has the labours of 
many good and learned men before him, 
it is not his bufinefs to dwell too much 


upon them; but rather to fearch the 


{criptures, and to contribute his mite 
to theirs, by adding fuch obfervations, 
as a clofe attention to the original, may 
enable him to make: and the lefs he is 
held in bondage by preconceived opi- 
nions, the more likely he will be to dif- 

cover 
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G 2m 
cover the truth: for we fhall profit 
more, if we come to read the fcriptures 
without any Ideas annexed to the — 
than with wrong ones. 


To exemplify this in the cafe before 
us —If any man had thought himfelf 


wholly ignorant of the fenfe of the word 


Satan, and had obferved it firft in the 


book of Chronicles, if the fenfe had not 


difcovered itfelf at fight, he would have 
examined the connection——he would 


have confidered what was moft likely to 
provoke David to number Ifrael: and it 
is much if he had not fufpected that 


fome Enemy threatened his dominions : 


he would have read:a little further, and 
have obferved, that when Joab, the cap- 
tain of his hoft, returned the number, 


he returned fuch men only as drew the 


fword *: this would have gone: ‘a great’ 


apprehend, all Ifrael from twenty years old and 
wards were men of war, that drew. the fword, as octafion 
might require: The ordinance had refpect to thefe only; 


and 
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way towards removing all his doubts, 


and would have confirmed him in his 
conjecture: In the laft place, he would 
have obferved the meflage which the 
Lord fent unto David by the Prophet, 
* Choofe thee— either three years fa- 
“mine, or three days peftilence, or 
“three months to be deftroyed before 

“ thy Foes, while the fword of thine 
« Enemies overtaketh thee.” This ftill 
tended to confirm his firft apprehen- 
fions: for it appears from hence that 
David had foes at this very time, ene- 
mies ready to overtake, and fall upon 
him: ‘tis true God could have raifed up 


an Enemy, in a very fhort time, if 


there 


and was given partly, at leaft, to the end they might not 
be numbered : Ifrael were not to regard their number, be- 
caufe their battles were the Lord’s: and it was nothing 
with him to fave with many or with few: their ftrength 
was to walk humbly with their God—to keep his covenant, 
his ftatutes, and ordinances ; which done, one of them 
fhould chafe athoufand: fo that they had little more to do 
than to < fit fill and fee the falvation of the Lord.” But, 

to thofe without, the ordinance had another ufe. | 


¢ 
‘ 
= 
2 
é 
° 
t 
. 
“ 
| 
i 
| 
| 
> 
4 
3 
, 


there had not been one already in the 
field; but his ufual working has been, 
to raife up nation againft nation, by 
-means which operate flowly, and give 
leifure to prepare for the battle. 

‘Thus a man, not firft mifled by his 
own Ideas, would, moft probably, dif- 
cover the true meaning of the word Sa- 
tan, in this paflage, from the connexion, 
or thread of the hiftory, without any 
other affiftance; but if he opened his 
Septuagint, and found the authority we 
have quoted, it would be impoflible for 
him, afterwards, to entertain a doubt. 
But how wide is the difference when 

men are under the influence of wrong 

Ideas! To this, doubtlefs, it muft have 
been owing, that commentators have 
overlooked the true fenfe, and adopted 
one abfolutely irreconcileable, with the 
parallel paflage in the fecond book of 
Samuel. 

I have called the fenfe above piven 
the true fenfe, as 1 do not fee, how the _ 
thadow of an objection can be raifed. 
It 
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It is true there is no particular mention 
made of the Adverfary or Enemy of Da- 
vid: we are not told from whence he 
arofe, nor what became of him after- 
wards: but this proves nothing againft 
what has been advanced. The Hiftory 
of David’s enemies, wars, battles, &c. 
would have filled a volume much larger 
than the Bible: fuch an Hiftory as this 
the facred writers had no intention to— 
give: their province was to preferve the 
.-memory of God's dealings with his peo- 
ple: and in noting down that fignal 
judgment when the people were num- 
bered, it was fufficient juft to obferve, 
that Satan, an Adverfary or an Enemy, 
provoked David to do the thing. 
If we compare this paffage in the 
Chronicles, with that in the book of 
Samuel, we fhall obferve,—that the 
difference in the relations hath arifen 
merely, from the different lights, under 
which the two writers have viewed the 
Matter, and fet it forth: Samuel has 
traced it to the bottom, He fays, 
Agua 
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« Again the anger of the Lord was kin- 
dled againft Ifrael”— and therefore he 
moved David to fay “ Go number them.” 
They had before been troubled with do- 
meftic and foreign wars; but their 
wickednefs was not yet corrected: they 
had finned again, for the anger of the 
Lord was kindled afrefh: He had deter- 
mined to make his wrath known, and 
therefore moved David, by providential 
meafures, to’ number this people: and 
when they had trefpafled againft one of 
his external ordinances, making their 
«ranfgreflion vifible in the eye of the fur- 
rounding nations, the Lord, then, made 
bare his arm, and {mote them with the 
peftilence. The wifdom of this proceed- 
ing is evident; had the Lord punifhed 
them. before, for their. clofe and {fecret 
fins, the nations around them would. 
not then have known, wherefore the 
Lord had done this thing : —- they might 
have been tempted to think that the 
Lord was not fo good and gracious, nor 
fo tender over his people, as they had 
heard: 
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heard: nay if Ifrael had departed from 
the Lord in heart only, and outwardly 
obferved his ordinances (in which cafe 


he might juftly have {mitten them; yet 
if he had done fo) the people in whofe 


fight they dwelt, might have judged — 


hardly of his judgments, as if he flew 
the righteous as well as the wicked: 
but when, by his providence, their 
tran{greflion was made open and vifible 
in the fight of all men, his righteous 
judgment would then appear, the arm 
of the Lord would be revealed, and the 
nations of the world would receive in- 
ftruction. 

The author of the account in Chroni- 
cles has not traced the matter fo deep; 
but has related it juft as it appeared in 
the eyes of men: He fays, Satan, i.e. 


an Adverfary or an Enemy, ftood up a- 
gainft Ifrael, and provoked David (natu- 


rally enough) to number the people: 
and, he fays, the Lord was angry with 


this thing -—for that he was angry 


fore, none but a prophet, or a man of 
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enlightened underftanding could know: 
For this thing, alfo the people are faid 
to have been {mitten with the peftilence: 
and fo the world would judge; but in 
ftri& truth the caufe of the jud gment 
laid further back: for the Lord was an- 
gry before. 

From the account in Samuel, compa- 
red with that in the Chronicles, we 
learn — that the anger of the Lord was 
kindled againft Ifrael for prior fins, and 
therefore he! raifed up Satan, i.e. an 
Adverfary or Enemy, who provoked Da- 
vid to number Ifrael and Judah —even 
all his valiant men that drew the fword: 
and when they, had thus- manifefted 
their tranfgreflion, by trefpafling an or- 
dinance, which trefpafs was exprefsly 
peated with a pla gue, the Lord then 
{mote 


12 Sam, XXiv. 1.—This ‘ He” has been tortured to con- 
-fefs what it never meant. at has been faid that ** It was 
not the Lord but He,* that is, Satan, who moved David.” 
This is ftraining to reconcile paflages it is true; but it will 
ever remain evident that the word He doth here relate to 
the Lord, and to nothing elle, 
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fmote them with the peftilence; and 
theredied of the plague feventy thoufand 
The fenfe of the word Satan, I etal 

xxi. 1. the hiftory contained in the 
chapter, and the divine proceedings with 
reipest to his people, are, I hope, fufhi- 
ciently cleared: and tho’ I have introdu- 
ced matters fomewhat foreign to my in- 
quiry, yet it is hoped, every attempt to 
elucidate the fcriptures, will be candid-_ 
dy received: add to this, that a little va- 
riety, provided it has the leaft diftant 
gelation to. the fubje&t, may well be 
difpenfed with, till the fubject mall open 
and enlarge itfelf. 
_. Any further remarks upon the eae 
paflage would be impertinent: for as it 
is inconteftibly clear from the Septuagint, 
i.e. in 1 Kings xi. 14. that the word 
Satan doth there fignify an Adverfary or 
an Enemy at war with Hrael; fo when 
the fame fenfe is applied here, 1 Chron. 
xxi. 1. it is no lefs clear that it is the 
true one: thefe two  patiages agree, in 
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Sipping one and. the fame’ meaning 
of the word, and authorize us to fay, 
that we have «acquired knowled ge 
of our fubject. 

of the 4 is 
an* authority as can be withed«for, 
and indeed it is much to be - doubted 
whether we ‘have a. better: however, 
thofe who underftand the Oriental lan-— 
guages need not reft: here-——if. it may 
be of any fervice, in the prefent cafe, to 
feek elfewhere: but as. the word Satan 
is not Greek, it was doubtlefs retained 
from the original, which the 

before them. 

The Greek word in 
ture, the fame fenfe or fignification as 
the word Satan, This is evident from 
Efther vii. 4, and viii. 1. for Haman, 
who is called was an Adverfary 
or an Enemy unto Ifrael: the above paf- 
fages are rightly tranflated in our bible 
The Enemy (or Adverfary) eould 
“ not countervail the Kin 2’s damage ;” 
and “ Ahafuerus gave the houfe of Ha- 
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“man the Fews | Enemy unto Efther the 


Queen *.” So if we follow the Septua- 


gint vichion of 1: Chron. xxi. 1,. we 
fhall rightly tranflate “« An Enemy ftood 
“ up againft Ifrael, and provoked David 
to number Ifrael*.” This is’ good in- 
telligible Englifh, and fuch as a com- 
mon foldier would readily underftand, 


THE word Satan next occurs in the 
1ft and 2nd chapters of Job: where, if 
a different fenfe, from that already at- 


tained, fhould feem neceflary, it will 


then be fit to examine the context with 
the greater care and attention. 

- The learned are not agreed, whether 
this book ought to be underftood as a 
real Hiftory, or as an inftructive com- 
pofition of art. I take it the firft opi- 
nion is better grounded, and rather to 


be 


m See the Septuagint, Efther vii. 4. Ov » a&:e o dia- 
por 


{ Chron. xxi. 1. Kai didBonoe Ioana, 


toy Aavid tor Iopanr. 
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be followed ; but it may be neceflary to 
make this conceflion, that in fome parts — 
the author has had recourfe to ‘fi gura- 
tive reprefentation. 

The book begins with 
of Job, who is the principal fubject of 
the Hiftory. This character is given in 
a few plain comprehenfive words, com- 
prized within the compafs of five verfes ; 
but what follows, verfe 6th to the 
13th——is not quite fo eafy to com- 
prehend. It is probable, however, that 
the difficulty arifes from our own Ideas 
—from fome miftaken notions—or 
from want of {kill in the Eaftern man- 
ner of reprefentation: what is written 
for inftruction, as this book doubtlefs 
was, fhould not be clothed with too 
much myftery, for that would defeat 
the end propofed: we muft conclude, 
therefore, that the writer was perfectly 
intelligible to the people of his own 
times; and that there is a key, if we 
can but find it, which will eafily unlock 
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he myfteries of this book, and open our 
way to the inftruction contained therein. 

Having given us the character of 
Job, our authors words are thefe “ Now 
“ there was a day when the Sons of God, 
* came to prefent themfelves before the 
* Tord, and Satan came alfo among 
* them: and the Lord faid unto Satan 
“ whence comeft thou? Then Satan an- 
“ fwered the Lord and faid, From going 


“to and fro in the earth, and from 


“ walking up and down in it. Andthe 
“ Lord faid unto Satan, Haft thou confi- 
“< dered my fervant Job, that there is none 
«like him in the earth, a perfect and 
“an upright man, one that feareth 
God and efcheweth evil? Then Satan 
“© anfwered the Lord and faid, Doth Job 

“ fear God for nought? Haft not thou 
“ made an hedge about him, and:a- 
“ bout his houfe, and about all that he 
‘‘ hath on every fide? ‘Thou haft blef- 
“fed the work of his hands, and his 
““ fubftance is encreafed in the land. But 


“¢ put forth thine hand now and touch 
all 
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« all that he hath, and he: will curfe 
“ thee to thy face:. And the Lord faid 
“ unto Satan, Behold all that he: hath is 
“in thy power, only upon himfelf put 
not forth thine hand. So-Satan»went 
“ forth from the prefence of the Lord.” 
_ Suppofing there had been no miuftake 
concerning Satan, but that he were a 
Being inflexibly wicked, and loft to every 
fpark of goodnefs-——that his enmity a- 
gainft God neither did nor could: abate; 
and that his malice,: unprovoked, were 
uniformly fet to fpread corruption and 
deftruction through the works of God— 
fuppofe this, and it appears highly in- 
-congruous, that fuch a Beimg fhould 
come mto the more immediate prefence 
of God, as Satan is here faid to do: and; 
again, it feems no lefs incongruous, that 
God, who is-of purer eyes than to be- 
hold: iniquity, and in whofe fight the 
heavens are not pure, fhould condefcend 
to fpeak familiarly with a Being whofe 
impurity and iniquity are fuppofed to 
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be inconceivably great, and alfo immu- 
table; yet the Lord is reprefented as 
fpeaking familiarly with Satan — even 
as a man doth with his friend: he 
‘fhews no marks of difpleafure againft 
him; but delivers thofe bleflings and 
comforts of life into his hand, which 
had before been the portion of his own 
moft righteous fervant — and this only 
to convince him that his fervant was fin- . 
cere, and ferved with a and 
} free fervice. 

We may obferve that thefe 
‘words “ Haft thou confidered my fervant 
« Job,” are {fpoken by way of admonition. 
Satan, or the Adverfary, is afked, if he 
had confidered —if he had duly revolved 
im his mind®, the character and virtues 
of Job, that eminent and faithful fer- 
vant of the Lord. But this could an- 
fwer no end, if the words are addrefled 
» toa Being loft beyond the reach of mer- 

cy, and concluded in a ftate. from 
whence there is no redemption. 
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Many other objections might be 
brought againft the received fenfe of 
the word Satan, in this paflage; ‘but 
-thefe are fufficient to excite fufpicion and 
attention: Let us therefore‘look narrow-— 
ly to the Charaéter, and try if “wecan - 
fix it with greater certainty — or Py: ag. 
may be lefs liable to exception. © 9° 
We have already feen that the Advers 
faries or Enemies of -Ifrael, or of the ' 
_Lord’s people, are Satan: fuch were Ha- —— 
dad the Edomite, and Rezon the Son of — 
Eliadah of Zobah, in the days of Solo- . 
mon: and as this is the only fenfe of 
the word, which we have, as yet, been 
able to afcertain, it will be proper to try 
_ how far it will go, in the prefent cafe: 
When Job, the fervant of the one 
true God, was in his profperity— when 
the Moft High had blefled him with 
health and abundance of all things—even 
in that day “ Did the Sons of God come 
“ to prefent themfelves before the Lord, . 
“ and Satan, or the Adverfary, came alfo 
“ among them.” Now if the Sons of God 
are 
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- are Men, it is moft natural to fuppofe 
that the Adverfary is to be underftood of 
:: Men alfo — who were not Sons of God ; 
But in the Septuagint verfion of the 
<Miteuled, we do not read the Sons, but 
the Angels, or Meflengers of God: and 
. 4m order to make the oppofition more ex- 
act, Satan, the Adverfary, may be un- 
derftood- of Angels or Spirits, who in 
this cafe oppofed themfelves. Suppofe 
them fuch who ftood in the of 
God 4. 4, But cbferve, 


The author does not lay that this was 


if 


p Adverfaries of the people of God, were moftly the fer- 
vants of other Goss —of Gods that were no Gods, Ido- 
laters. 

There i is, no neceflity to them either 
_ 4 fallen or evil Angels; but only Angels oppofing Angels: 

andthat not really, but in_fuppoftion only, for the fake of 

‘ reprefentation, I fee no grounds in {cripture to believe 
that any Angels ever did fall. And that doftrine, as now 
received, is liable to great exceptions. Suppofing an Arc- 
angel, anda whole order of — Beings, to have un- “Ql 
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‘any way. revealed to him, either by . 
word, or by vifion, or otherwife’, We -' 
have therefore no authority to under- 
-ftand it in any other light than as a ma-° | 
chinery of his own raifing, to anfwer > 
the purpofe of reprefentation: And it ~ 
is fo well conftructed that it lets us at 
once, 


happily finned againft God their common Father; yet who 
fhall fay that He, ** whofe tender mercies are over all his 
qorks,” would have fhewn no mercy to fuch Sons? —or 
vthat « judgment without merey” begun at the head of the ° 
creation, when not a fparrow falls to the ground without : 
our Heavenly Father? Befides, it is not eafy to be con- x 
‘ceived, how fo many of the perfetteft of created Beings 
fhould degenerate, at once, into mere abftracts of malice 
and wickednefs. | 
We may obferve that the book of Jobis wrote 
- out in the Hiftorical Stile: and when the author fays, that 
t¢ ‘There was a day when the Sons, Angels, or Meflen- 
«€ gers of God, came to prefent themfelves before the 
«© Lord, and Satan came alfo among them"— he gives 
not. the leaft intimation that he was a prophet; but this he 
fhould have done, if he had hoped to be underitood fiterally ! 
' as {peaking of fa&s which no human eye could fee, and 
which could not be known, . but by immediate revelation. 


~ 


It is therefore moft reafonable to conclude tliat the repre- 
fentation is figurative. 
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ss } 
once, into the reafon and hoes} of Job's 


afflictions. 
_ ‘The Sons of God, or his Angels, or 
Meffengers, reprefent the worfhippers of 


the one true God, and Satan is the re- 


prefentative of their Adverfaries: The 
parties are brought into the prefence of 
God’to inftrué us that his providence 
amected, and why, and what, he did di- 


L ret. 


Satan or the Adverfary, is. afked 
whence he came — but furely this que- 
ftion, which our author has put into the 
mouth of the Lord, was put altogether 


for our fakes: known unto God are all 


his works, and there is no creature which 


is not manifeft in his fight; but to pre- 
vent miftakes it might be neceflary that 


we fhould be informed that Satan,. or 
the Adverfary, goeth to and fro in the 


earth, and walketh up and down in it. 


Here we fhall be fure to find the Ad- 
verfaries of the Lord's people; but Job’s 
Adverfaries are here more particularly 
marked, who were rovers and wander- 


ers 
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ers that lived plunder and depreda- 
tions 
| This Satan, or the an. 
opportunity of obferving and _ profiting 
by the example of Job, a moft eminent 
fervant of the true God: and therefore 
another queftion is put with great pro- 
priety, * Haft thou confidered my fer- 
‘vant Job, that there is none like him 
“ (my fervant) in the earth, a perfect 
“ and upright man, one that feareth God 
and efcheweth. evil,” | God is glorified 
in his. Saints that are upon earth: and 
he appeals to their adverfaries, them- 
felves: being judges, whether. the’ excel- 
lency of his fervice is not. manifeft in the 
excellency of his fervants, His fervant 
Job was the beft, and he made him. 
the. greateft | alfo, of all the men in the 
Halt, that the Adverfary might fee, and 
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a inacic; > yet the word Satan need not be underftood of 


‘them only: but #ather as having a diftant refpedt to all L 
the of the of 
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confider, and know, that the bleffing 
of the Lord is upon them that fear him. 
The Lord therefore afks that queftion 


which his providence afked daily, “ haft 


“thou confidered my fervant Job *” 
‘The Adverfary had confide red, or at 
leaft had obferved, both his piety and 
his greatnefs; yet converfion did 
follow: the anfwer was ready —“ Doth 
« Job fear God for nought? haft not 
“ thou made an hedge about him, and 
“ about his houfe, and about all that 
“he hath on every fide? thou has blef-. 
* fed the work of his hands, and his 
fubftance is encreafed in the land: ‘But 
“ put forth thine hand now ‘and touch 
all that he hath, and he will bag oa 
“thee to thy face.” 
“Satan is here made to deliver his own 
Beeinhints | ; and nothing can be’ more 
charatteriftic: it has always been the 
Lotof the Lord’s fervants to be evil {poken 
of, to be charged with hypocrify and 
Worldly views. ‘The Adverfary, or Ad- 
verlaries, 
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( 4h 
verfaries, have never done them. juftice 
in this refpect: 
The . of Gods, 
did not deny the Lord to be a God —_ 
nor yet that he prote¢ted and bleffed his 
fervants': the arm of the Lord was too 
often, and too clearly, revealed to leave 
them in doubt of the above matters; 
but. ftill they looked unto their own 
Gods, and would not acknowledge. that 
his fervants: were more excellent than 
their neighbours. Thus the Adverfary 
faid, Job is bribed to his fervice; doth 
he ferve for nought-— with a free and 
voluntary fervice? na: he, his houfe, 
and all that he hath, is hedged about. 
on every fide: but let the Lord his God 
bring him into troubles like other men 
— let the Lord put the cup) of affliction 
into his hand, and fee whether he will 
not change his God, or the Lord 
even to his face. — 
_ A better defence could not be put ins 


Kings xx. 23.—28. 
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to the mouth of the Adverfary': there is 
weight in every part of it: .for if ‘Job's 
fervice was not free, wherein :was jt to 


be accounted of? Bleffed, all arowhd, __ 
an hypocrite might ferve: and perhaps 


nothing, but a reverfe of fortune, could 
effectually convince the 
their eftimate was falfe. 13 
The Lord fays of his people whd obe ; 
his voice, ye are my peculiar treafure; but 
all the earth is mine: even the Adverfa- 


ries of his people are his——the work of | 


his hands: and tho’ they have erred 
from’ his sways, his providence is con- 
to bring: them ‘back: unto him- 
felf. 
| His are his. gh 
whom he makes himfelf known: His 
praife is'in’their fidelity, and he crowns 
it with glory and honour.. So here Job 
is called forth to fuffer for his fake ; that 
the Adverfary might fee.and know, that 


it is the Lord that maketh poor and ma- 


keth rich; that bringeth low and lifteth 
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up —and that his fervants the: ex> 
cellent upon earth. 
Therefore, that Job. ‘glorify 
the Lord in adverfity. as well-as.in-profpe+ 
rity Lord faid unto Satan, -or. the 

Adverfary, “ Behold all that, he hath is 
“an thy power—-only upon. himfelf 
put not forth thine hand.” .. Hereby > 
the author of this beok has! given.us to , 
underftand, that Job was delivered unto 
affliction, of the Lord—for the convic- } f 
tion and inftruction of the Adverfary.. 
. Thus far alk is clear: . let us now fee 
how far.this fenfe is confirmed. “hind com- 

_ When all that Job: had, even, all: lis 

Sabie, was delivered into the hand 
ef Satan or of the Adverfary, obferve 
what became of them, | Whilft his oxen 
were plowing in the field, and the affes 
feeding befide them Sabeans fell 
upon them and took them away, and 
flew: the fervants with the fword:. The 
fire of God fell from: heaven, and burnt 
P the fheep, and the fervants, and con- 
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( 44 ) 
fumed them: The Chaldeans made out. 
three bands, and fell upon the camels 
and carried them away, and flew the 

. fervants with the fword: and whilft his 
fons and his daughters were eating and 

. drinking in their eldeft brother’s houfe 
behold, there came a great wind from 
the and fmote the four 
dik. 
Thus was Job dxipt of all he 
stand’ we fee by whofe power, or 
by whofe hand.: The Enemy is not hid. 
- o=—His-Adverfaries the Sabeans and Chal- 
deans have pofleffed themfelves, at leaft, 
his oxen, his affes, and his camels: 
and® have flain his. fervants, who kept 
them, “with the:edge of the fword: they 
have contributed moft largely to pluck 
him bare: and therefore it is reafonable 
to conclude, that-Satan, or the Adver-_ 
fary, is ‘to be underftood ‘chiefly of them: 
and it was becaufe of them, or for their 
fake, that the fire of God fell upon. his 
and fhepherds - —and that a: 
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wind from the wilderne/s {mote the houfe 
of his eldeft fon, and buried” all his 
children in the ruins: — but if this 


not fatisfactory, recollect “that the very 


“ ftars from heaven, once fought againtt 


 Sifera:” and here the elements them- — 


felves become Satan, or Adverfaries, ‘unto } 
Job. Lightning has deprived of = 
his fheep and fhepherds, and great 
wind of ‘his fons and, daughters. 
we have now feen the ‘power or 
powers that prevailed againft Job: ‘and 
if you would know in whofe hand they 
originally are, ‘take the information 
from’ his ewn mouth. Thefe are’ his 


words. “ The Lord gave, and the Lord 


“ bath taken away, bleffed | be the name of 
“the Lord.” 
So then, In-all this Job finned not, 


_« neither did he charge the Lord his God 


foolifhly but the Adverfary was not 


yet'put to filence: and therefore Job is 
again called forth, to faster Meri more for 


fake, 
Hence, our author eredts his 


fecond 
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‘fecond time, “ Again (fays there 
“was a-day, when the Sons (Angels 
Meflengers) of God, came to pre- 
“ fent themfelves before the Lord, and 
« Satan (or the Adverfary) came alfo 
“ among them to prefent himfelf before 
“the Lord. And the Lord faid unto 
Satan from whence comeft thou? and 
Satan. anfwered the Lord, and» faid, 
« from going to and fro in the earth, 
tt. and from walking up and down in it. 
And the Lord faid: unto Satan, Hatt 
thou. confidered. my. fervant Job, that 
€ there.is none like him in the earth, a 
perfect and-an upright man, one that 
« feareth God,. and efcheweth evil? And 
fuil.he holdeth  faft his integrity, al- 
« though thou movedft me againft him, to 
« dettroy. (or rather to him 

laft words, not, » by any 
be underftood as if they were 
fpoken to a real evil, or wicked fpirit, in- 
capable of repentance or amendment : 
ine af .fuch a Being did. ever exift, he 
could 
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could not poflibly move the Lord ‘to de- 
ftroy, or even to affliét, his” fi ighteous | 
fervants, wthout a caufe: fhould this be : 
admitted it will clearly overthrow the ) 
moft certain knowledge we have >f God, | 
either from reafon or revelation. 5 
But if by Satan we are to underftand , 
the Adverfaries or Enemies of the Lord's , 


people, or if they are included in the ¥ 


dea, then for their fakes, that they may | | 


be converted and faved, the Lord may af» ; 
flict the moft righteous of his fervants, 
and that too, when there is caufe in’ 
themfelves: and it 1s a known truth, | 
that the firft chriftians were afflicted, and : 
many of them delivered up unto cruel > 


| 
deaths, not for their own fakes, but for , 


the unbelieving world—for the fake , 


of their Adverfaries, who were ready ° 
enough to believe them hypocrites in» 
the day of profperity: however when; 


they were permitted to try their fidelity, | oe 
_ and found them hold faft their integri- } 


ty in the midft ‘of affliction — when { 


faw and confidered the firm unfha- 


ken 
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> ken faith and virtue of the fervants of — 
Chrift. the Adverfary himfelf 
many of his members) glorified God by 
believing on him. And fuch, or a like 
- Teafon, we are tau ght to aflign, for the 
fufferin gs of Job. 
¥{ _ As in the former cafe, fo in this, the 

“ - parties are brought into the prefence of 
God, to inform us that providence di- 
rected in all that befel this eminent 
man: and the dialogue marks out be- 
-yond.a poflibility of miftake (provided 
only the terms are underftood) the reafon 
and end of his fufferings. 

Satan, or the Adverfary, is afked if he 
had confidered Job, the fervant of the 
Lord, — that ftill, in all his affliction, 
he held faft his integrity. This fhould 
have wrought conviction; but it feems _ 
there was ftill an evafion: for Satan an- 

-fwered the Lord and faid —“ Skin for | 
“ fkin, (or fkin after ficin) yea all that — 
“aman hath will he give for his life. 
“ But put forth thine hand. now, and 


“touch his bone and his flefh, andbe 
«wilh 
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«-will-curfe thee to.thy face.” fen- 
timent conveyed in thefe words is—— that 
the profpect of death brought near, 
would {hake the - manifeft 
the hypocrify, of Job’: fo did the Adver- 
fary judge of the difciples of Chrift, ‘aad 
they too were permitted to try the — 
riment. So, now, 

That the mouth: of the Adverf. aty 
might be flopped — that they might fee, 
and confider, and be convinced: ‘ Fhe 


“ Lord faid unto Satan, (the Adverfary) 


‘ Behold he is in thine hand, but fave 
“ his life". So Satan went forth from 
“ the prefence of the Lord,. and fmote 


*¢ his foot unto his crown.” 


It is fufficient to juftify the 
that Satan {mote him, if he was fmitten — 
on Satan’s account, or for his  caufe. 


Thus if an innocent man is’ brought to - 
the block, we overlook the judge and } 
executioner; | 


« Job with fore boils, from the anes of 


— 


oo 


a Obferve, that thts grant, as wellas a former, is given to 


> convince Satan of his miftake: Cui bono? if fuch a Being 


as is ufually apprehended ? 
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executioner, and charge the falfe wit- 
nefles with the innocent blood. So the 
blood of Chrift is fometimes charged 


upon the rulers of the Jews, and fome- 


times on the whole houfe of Ifrael, tho’ 
both the fentence of death, and the ex- 
ecution of it, proceeded from other peo- 
ple. They who were fo active in procu- 
ring his death, crucified the Lord of 
life: and the judge and executioners, 
are mioftly, if not always, overlooked. 
We might perhaps have found inftan- 
ces ftill nearer the cafe of Job; but the 
above is near enough to fhew, that the © 
ftroke is not always imputed to the hand 
that ftrikes it. And tho’ Satan is here 
faid to have {mitten Job with fore boils, 
yet if Job himfelf was not miftaken he 
received this evil at the hand of God. 
So alfo did his wife and friends, and alt 


who faw him, detérmine. Itis the de-. 


termination of reafon and common 
fenfe, which we may fafely abide by: 
and this author has, here only, imputed 
it to Satan, or the Adverfary, to the end 
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that we might know, for whofe fake. or 
on whofe account he was fmitten. 
It may be -fit,. however, to Keep in 
view the machinery of this author: He 


makes Job's Adverfaries appear in the 
prefence of God by a. reprefentative, 


bearing their name and character: and 


whatfoever was done by them, or for 
their fakes, this. reprefentative is faid to 


do: for them the elements became Ad-_ 
verfaries to Job—fire fell. from heaven 
and burnt up his fheep and his fhep-. 
herds, and a wind from the wildernefs 


? 


deprived him of his children — for them _ 


alfo he was fmitten of fore boils: now 
it was fit that all this fhould once, at_ 
leaft, be charged to the Adverfaries ac-. ; 
count; for without this we fhould not : 


have known that they were concerned in «_ 


it: but how fhall it be charged on their 


reprefentative? why, commit the ele- 
‘Ments into his hands, and let him have 
power to fmite with boils — let him ufe 
this power, and the thing is done. — 
There is the greater propriety in this 

repre- 
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reprefentation of the Adverfary ; becaufe 
the lightning and wind, and fecond 
caufe ofthe boils, did really ftand over 
again{ft Job, and became Satan or Adver- 
faries unto him — joining iffue with his 
other Adverfaries: and the reprefentative 
would not have been complete, without 
they were reprefented alfo: So that the 
Idea of Satan may, if neceflary, be ex-— 
tended as far as there is an Adverfary to 
be taken in: we may add alfo, that it 
was no unufual thing among the an- 
cients, to give an animate reprefentative 
to things inanimate’, and to fecond 
_ caufes ’ of which they were entirely ig- 
norant: inftances of this abound in 
fcripture, and the beft of the heathen 
poets have immortalized their names by 

the 


v Numb. xvi. 30. ‘* If the earth open her mouth and 
Jeremiah xlvi. 10. The fword fhall devour, thall be 
** fatiated, and made drunk with their blood.” 

[faiah iv. 4. ** The fpirit of burning.” 
Luke xiii, 11. A {pirit of infirmity.” 
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the exeellency of their reprefentations in 
this way. Sia 
_ The commandment was delivered un- 
to the Lord’s people of old in thefe words 
—<“ Hear, O ISRAEL, the Lord our 
“ God is one Lord. And THOU fhalt 
“ love the Lord THY God, with all 
-« THINE heart.” Nobody entertains a 
doubt but that this is addrefled to the 
people at large. It certainly was. —But 
how is it addrefled to them ?— plainly 
in the perfon of Ifrael their Father, who 
is here, and elfewhere, THEIR REPRE-. 
SENTATIVE: to HIM the command- 
ment is delivered: and yet the people al- 
ways underftood that it was delivered un- 
to THEM. They never once thought 
of fetting afide the commandment, be- 
-caufe it was delivered to their reprefenta- 
tive only. They well knew that fuch a 
diftinction would have been foolifh and 
vain: and it is no lefs fo to diftinguifh 
between Satan and the Adverfaries of the 
Lord’s people: for Satan is as much a 

_repre- 
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reprefentative of the one, as Ifrael is of 


the other. 
Again, the language, and of I{- 


rael, are, in this cafe, underftood to be 


the language and acts of a people: and 
as Satan is equally a reprefentative, his 
language and acts ought to be interpre- 


ted by the fame rule: we have applied 


them to a people in the cafe before us, 
Gi. e. in the cafe of Job) and the reader 
may judge with what propriety. 
We may further obferve that the 
words Ifrael and Satan, when applied in. 
this fenfe, are both ArrpELLATIVEs, and 


confequently ought not to be underftood 
of an individual, but of many: thus 
David numbered \frael — and Hadad, Re- 
zon, and their forces, were Satan to If 
rael——as the Sabeans and Chaldeans 
wereunto Job. And thus THE ADVER- 
SARY, in our own language, which an- 
{wers to Satan, or ¢ dior, is frequently 
applied to any unfriendly | nation. And 
‘tho’ this remark is anticipated jut a- 
bove, and in the foregoing pages, it 
may 
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‘may not be improper to recommend it ‘ 
to the reader’s particular notice, as it 
confirms, and is confirmed by, the fenfe 
of an able critic on the oriental lan- 
guages “, who has endeavoured to prove 
that the Hebrew article prefixed to the 
word Satan, in this book of Job, makes : 
it an appellative. ‘ 

that the reprefentation, in this cafe, is 
carried fomewhat higher than in com- 
mon cafes; and the reafons for it are 
obvious: for Satan, or the Adverfary, - 
was here to be brought into the prefence - 
of the Lord, and to fpeak with him face y 
to face, that we might, hereby, know ° 
why and wherefore Job was afflicted of : 
the Lord: and as it was neceflary for » 
the conviction of Satan, or the Adverfa- ; 
ry, that Job fhould be vifited by afilic- } 
tion from different quarters, that the ' 


elements fhould confpire with them to | 
Fi 

—in his Remarks on Dr Lowth’s Pre- 


\ 


— 
{ 
ay 
“4 
aS 
é 
> 
a 
4 
4) 
> 
2% 
> 
é 
» 
j 


ftrip him of his fubftance, and 
him of his children, as alfo that he 


fhould ‘be fmitten with fore 


ail 


boils; fo this power was to be commit- 
~ted unto their reprefentative: otherwife 
we fhould not have known that all this 
was — becaufe of the Adverfary: and, 
moreover, there would have been an 
evident defect in the reprefentation, if 
any thing or caufe (apparent or hid) 
which ‘contributed to Job’s fall or afflic- 
tion, had been excluded from the Idea 
of the Adverfary: for the Adverfary can- 
not properly be faid to do more than 
the Adverfaries reprefented hereby are 
able to effect: hence, the Idea to be an- 
nexed to Satan, in this place, muft in- 
‘all thofe adverfe powers which 


* contributed to the fall, and deep diftrefs, 


Of this Hero in affliction. 


But to form an Idea: of the reprefen- 


” tative independent, or abftracted from, 


the reprefented, is of little confequence: 
. the Adverfaries might have been repre- 


. fented by a body of angels or fpirits af- 


fuming 
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fuming their character: and if we add > 

one who can caft forth lightnings— 
another to unbridle the winds —a third * 
to {mite with boils, there will need no ' 
more. 
Such a group, wile feem. 


tO want a reprefentative, in order to ad- , 
drefs them as one: and it is much more 
natural to fuppofe that the author has 


perfonified all Job's Adverfaries in one 


— who bears upon him the whole of - 
their charaéter — fpeaks their language 
—and does their works: and that this. 
perfon might be complete, wanting no- 
thing, he. commits the elements, and a ~ 
power of {miting with boils, into his 
hands. And thus he becomes a perfect 
reprefentative of all Job’s Adverfaries, . 
of what fort or nature foever. 
This Being, who is all over of the. 
writer's creation, he names—Satan: 
The Adverfary. This name is appella- 
tive, which fhews us that it 1s not to be 
underftood of one, but of many — he » 


confefles himfelf a fojourner on earth — 
expofes: 
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\ expofes his character with his own 
mouth — goes forth, and does that, 
which the author himfelf, without a 
- figure, declares to have been done by 
the Adverfaries — or elfe by the finger 
of God. So that if the writer is now 
mifunderftood, it muft be a difficult 
matter to guard againft mifapprehenfion : 
for the name, or appellation of Satan 
ae in feripture, plainly applied to 
the Adverfaries or Enemies of the Lord’s 
that alone fhould have been fuf- 
» ficient to prevent any grofs miftakes — 
” efpecially as the fenfe naturally pafles to 
other adverfe powers, that may occafion- — 
ally arife: and in the prefent cafe we 
are exprefsly told by what perfons and 
means Job was ftript of his fubftance 
and afflicted: confequently we have no- 
thing more to do, than to extend the I- 
x dea of the Adverfary to fuch perfons- 
and means. 
Upon the whole of the matter, we 
come to this conclufion, viz. that the 
author of the book of has had 
courte 
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courfe to perfonification, that he might; 


by that means, bring Job's: Adverfaries 


into the prefence of God, and by a fhort 


dialogue inform us, at once, of the rea- 
and end of that man’s fufferings.” 


This perfonification is yudiciouily ma: | 


na ged: there is both elegance and pro- 


priety in including fuch adverfe powers 
of nature as became Satan unto: Job. 


It contracts the Hiftory — is perfeétly a- 


greeable to the Eaftern manner of wri- 
ting, and might be exemplified by ma- 
ny inftances drawn from the Greek and 
Latin poets — whofe chief excellence con- 
in this fort of reprefentation*, 
The paflages we have been’ 
ing, when underftood in this light, be- 


come a key to the whole book, which. 


would be inftructive:both to the Jew and 


to the Gentile: the former, being the 
tec of God, mi ight learn from it to 


endure 


“ We need but read a few pages in the firlt book of Vir- 


_ gil’s Aineiad to be convinced. The council of the Gods, 


Book X, is grounded on the fame plan of reprefentation with 


this in Job, 
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) 
endure all things for the Lord’s fake — 
that the Adverfary might be convinced 
of the integrity of his fervants, and of 
his power to deftroy or to fave; which 
power is manifefted in the deep affliction 
and fubfequent exaltation of his fervant | 
Job: and the latter, the Gentile, or the 


Adverfaries themfelves, might learn that 


there was no God like unto the Lord, 
who bringeth low and raifeth up— 


_ -wvho fupports his fervants under afflic- 
» tion, and faileth not to turn the captivi- 
ty of them who put their truft in him: 
‘and they might learn alfo, that the 


Lord in mercy and grace to them afflic- 
ted his righteous fervants, that they 
might and dear and be converted 


to him. 


» Inftruction, in this view, rifes from 
every part of the Hiftory; and fo obvi- 
oufly that it will-not be neceflary to pro- 
ceed further in pointing it out. The | 


-fenfe in which the word Satan is now 
underftood has drawn a veil over the 


whole, by.introducing an Idea foreign 
to 


be 
Aa 


to the matter: and the two paflages, 
wherein the word occurs, inftead of — 
ferving as a key, have been rendered ex- 
ceedingly difficult, if not abfolutely un- 
intelligible, by the intervention of this 
wrong Idea. And this alone is a fuffi- 
cient reafon for rejecting it. 

But if the received opinion relative 
to Satan, is not well founded in fcrip- 
ture, and if a different fenfe hath been 
clearly made out, it will then follow, < 
that the received notion fhould be: reject- } J 
ed, till we find fome good reafons in }. 
juftification of it. And thefe, I am- 
pretty certain, will not be found in this 
book of Job. The perfonification alone 
has folved all difficulties: and the writer 
himfelf teaches us to confider it in no 
other light, when, in the fubfequent 
parts of the Hiftory, we are expreisly 
told, that the Lord brought all this evil - 
upon Job—He himfelf confiders his 
boils as proceeding from the immediate 
hand of God: his wife was doubtlefs of 
the fame perfuafion, when fhe {aid 
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Dok ftill retain thine integrity? 
“-curfe God and die.” — His friends 
- gue upon the fuppofition that God afflic- _ 
‘ted him for his fins — Elihu: the fon 
_ ' of Barachel, who fpeaks as an oracle of 
-_ . God, fuppofes him to be chaftifed of the 
| Lord, that he might be made more 
through fufferings — The Lord 
himfelf (Chap. xl. 8.) is introduced, by — 
\s the author, acknowledging the matter 
as his judgment —and laftly all 
brethren and fifters, and all that had © 
been of his acquaintance, came unto — 
him, and bemoaned and comforted him, 
ever all the evil that the Lord had 
brought uponhim. 
To all this we may yet add, ‘that Eli- 
hu, who fpeaks for tlie Lord, or the 
Lord himfelf, doth, in this very book, 
~ claim the direction of the lightning and | 
‘\ winds, by which Job fuffered fo much, 
2 and they are faid exprefsly to be imme- 
diately fubjec&t to, or under the immedi- 
ate direction of, the Lord: it is aflerted 
“alfo, he Jayeth trouble and 
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upon the loins of men, and chaftenéeth 
them: the Lord therefore {mote Job with 
fore boils —arid when it is: faid 
Satan {mote him, we cannot allow any} 
more than the perfonification of a fecond } 
caufe immediately in the hand of God,} 
which became Satan or an Adverfary to 
Job, juft as lightning and wind were in 
the fame hand Adverfaries unto him in 
_a former cafe: «for to fuppofe a real fe- é- 
’ parate fpirit, ftudioufly fet to counteract 5’ 
the will of God, had any concern in, 
thefe matters, would be taking the reins ' 
of government out of the hand of God, ) 
and committing them to one who would | 
be fure to make the. moft perverfe ufe | 
of them ---and it could never be faid 
that his works were the Lord’s doings. 
Such a notion clogs the hiftory with in-' 
numerable difficulties: we are therefore. 
juftiied in taking up a more obvious | 
 fenfe, which removes all difficulties, , 
and fubftitutes found wifdom and in-} 
ftruction in their place. 
~Here I fhall leave the reader t to make 
what. 
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( 64 ) 


what further reflections he pleafes,— 
knowing no objections that will lay a- 
gainft the interpretation adopted in the 
foregoing pages, but fuch as might be 
made to the moft admired paflages in — 
the writings of the beft ancient authors 
—- and to poetic reprefentation in ‘general. 
We thall now proceed to, 


Pfalm cix. 6. where we read “ Set 

thou a: wicked man over him, and 
. Tet Satan ftand at his right hand.” Or 
_as it is elfewhere tranflated “ Set thou 
‘an ungodly man to be ruler over him, 
and let Satan ftand at his right hand.” 
It is not clear to me what prevented 
the tranflators of our Bible from inter- 
preting the word Satan in this paflage: 
they certainly knew that it fignified an 
Adverfary; and if it had been fo tran- — 
flated no body would have been at a lofs 
to underftand it: for as the devoted 
perfon, has a wicked man given him for | 
his ruler, it will be univerfally allowed, — 
that another may do for his Adverfary —- 
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efpecially when fet fo near as “ at his 


« right hand” — ready to refift and mo- 
left him.on all occafions. 


“In the Septuagint verfion, the 
Satan is tranflated ---without the 
article: © this points out the moft limited 
and reftrained (or, at leaft, the moft | 
fimple) fenfe of the word: in se iglith, 

an Adverfary. 
paflage is too clear to need en- | 
larging upon: I fhall therefore only ob- 
ferve further —that Adverfaries in mat- : 
ters of legal ftrife, are faid to have 
ftood,, formerly, at the right hand of. 
the perfon accufed by them; and if . fo, 
the phrafe “ Let Satan, or an Adverfary, 
_* ftand at his right hand,’ may be fup- 
pofed to point oui iuch an Adverfary. 
This will make fome alteration in the 
cafe of the devoted perfon: for as a ~ = 
wicked man was to be his ruler,’ or 
judge, his circumftances became more : 
defperate, when an Adverfary ftood at; 


his right hand and accufed. him. j 
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ONCE more only in our Englifh Bi- 
ble, doth the word Satan occur. This 
is-in the of Zechariah, 

We may bhiferve here, that from the 
aif to the 6th Chapter, inclufive, is one 
continued prophecy, relative to the re- 
ftoration of the Jews, and the rebuild- 
ing of the Temple (after the Babylonian 


captivity) under the conduct of Zerub- 


babel, the chief ruler of the Jews, and 
of Jofhua the High Prieft. The paflage 
‘to be confidered is a part of the prophe- 
cy, and runs in the following words. | 

And he (1. e. the Lord) fhewed me 
« Jofhua the high prieft ftanding before 
« the Angel of the Lord, and Satan 
“ flanding at his right hand to refift (or 
tooppofe) him. And the Lord faid 
« unto Satan, The Lord rebuke thee, O 
_ Satan, even the Lord that hath chofen 
« Jerufalem rebuke thee.” This is evi- 
dently and profefledly a prophetic vifion — 
—intended, as all fuch vifions were, 
“to 
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to out fomething futute: to be 


_ fulfilled in the world. 

Jothua (or Jefus, as it is in die Greck). 
the then high prieft, appears in the vifion, 
and was one of the parties: Satan, or the 


Adverfary refitted or oppofed him,» and’ 
confequently was another party:~but the — 


Lord ftood with Jotha a, and rebuked he 
Adverfary. 


However; neither nor Satan - 


; 


were here, but only their vifionary re- 


prefentatives— called by the names of 


the perfons they were intended to repre- 
fent. The vifion prefents us with fcenery 
only —-a mere picturefque reprefentation; 
which vanifhed and difappeared ‘before 


the real a¢tors ftood up, and entered upon t 


their refpective parts. 
We fuppofe then, that Jofhua, fome- 
time or other, had really to do with an 


Adverfary, or Adverfaries; that the 
Lord ftood with him, ‘ang rebuked the 


oppofer. 


If we turn to the book of Fz ra, which’ 
contains a fhort hiftory of thefe times, 


we 
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« of Shealtiel, and Jofliua the fon of Joza- 


dak, and began to build the houfe of God 


“ which is at Jerufalem, and with them 


** were the prophets of God helping them.” 
ftrengthening their hands, at leatt, 
with the word of prophecy. 
There is no doubt then, but that the S 
_ prophecy of Zechariah was deliveredabout 
this time: Chap. iii. is addrefled to Jofhua, 


and Chap. iv. to Zerubbabel, to encourage 


them in their undertaking; i. ¢. in re- 
building the Temple. Jofhua, however, 


is forewarned (in the vifion) of an Adver- 


fary whom the Lord would rebuke —as_ 
was Zerubbabel alfo in the next chapter. 
So Ezra proceeds, and informs us — 


that “ At the fame time (i. ¢. whilft they 


“ were building) came unto them Tatnai, 


we fhall find the vifion explained by facts. 
Chap. v. begins thus, “ Then the pro- 
“ phets, Haggai the prophét, and Zecha- 
“ riah the fon of Iddo, prophefied unto 
“ the Jews that were in Judah and Jeru- 
 falem, in the name of the God of If 
tael — then rofe up Zerubbabel the fon 
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«Governour on this fide’ the river, inf 
¢ Shethar-boznai, and their companions, 
and faid thus’unto them,’ Who hath, 
commanded build ‘this: houfe; 
and to make up this wall? — And what 
« are the names of the men thatmake this 
“ building?” In fhort, they*would have 
made them ‘ceafe from building, and 
wrote to Darius for that purpofe ; 3 but it 
ftands recorded that “ The Eye of God’. 
“ was upon the Elders of the Jews (upon 
© Jofhua more efpecially, who was high 
“ prieft over the Houfe of God)’ fo: that 
“ the Adverfary or Adverfaries could not 
“ caufe them to ceafe till the matter came 
before Darius,”—= who made a’ decree, 
that they fhould not only fuffer the build- 
Ing to goon, but affift the builders 
fuch things as:might be needful. 
Thus was the prophecy of Hechatiah> 
fulfilled. The Lord ftood with 
and rebuked the The Lord! 
ftodd;: indeed;: with his» people ‘at’ large’ 
but as Jofhua was at: thechead' of them, 
; in fo exalted a flation, more. particularly” 
in 
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in refpect of the temple, fo it may pro- 
perly be faid, that the Lord ftood with 
Jothua, under whofe condu& the work 
was carrying on. Not that we are to 
except Zerubbabel who was prince of the 
Children of Mrael: the Adverfaries re~- 
fifted him, as well as Jofhua: and the 
Lord declared, by the mouth of the fame 
prophet, that his hands had laid the 
foundation of the houfe, and that his 
hands fhould alfo finifh it— notwith- 
ftanding any Adverfaries who might op- 


pofe him; but as the word of the Lord is 
directed, feparately, to the two chiefs of 
af the houfe of Ifrael ; fo Jofhua alone is’ 
concerned, in that part of the prophecy, 
which I am now concerned to explain. | 


g/ That Satan ought, here; to be under- 


» 


_doubt. of them might 


\ 


ftood of Tatnai, who is called Governor. 


on this fide the river, of. Shethar-boznai, 
and his companions (Deputy Governors: 
I fuppofe who acted in conjunction with 
teeae): Ww ill not admit of any reafonable 


bate. been. called Basan, when he became: 
an 
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or “asinthe Septuagint, muft either? 4 
be underftood of fomie eminent ‘Adverfary, 4 
or ele collefivély of the Adverfaries : 
and it is very clear that the feventy have ‘3 


underftood. the word of more than } 


one: for we read only of Jofhua and Sa-- 
tan, flanding before the Angel of the’ 
Lord; and yet the Angel commanded thofe’ 
who flood before ‘bim, to take 4 away Jo-" 
{hua’s filthy garments — - and let them, 
faid he, fet a fair mitre upon his head, 
and they did fo, This is doubtlefs to be 
underftood of Satan or the Adverfary, and — 
was fulfilled, when Darius fent his de- 


cree to thefe Governors, that they fhould Fé 


affift the Jews, out of the King’s ‘goods, 


by allowing them expences out of the" 


tribute beyond the river, and by fupply- 
ing them with fuch things as they had 
need decree the Adverf aries 7 

were. 


It feems that they were feven in niimber, ‘and that 
(are the feven eyes mentioned Zech. iii. 9. and iv. 10. alfo,’ 


that vs was the frone laid before Jothua, the golden can= 


an Adverfary ; o Sale with the article, 
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were to comply wih, at ‘their | 
peril. See the decree, Ezra Chap. vi. 

I thall only further obferve, that. 
phetic vifions are more or lefs ftriking, 
in the refemblance they have. to things 
fignified by them, as it hath feemed good 
to the Diyine Wifdom, to convey a clear 
or obfcure notice of things future. _ This 


vifion was for the immediate encoura ge- 


ment of Jothua, and the figures appear-., 
“ing, are the figures of the very perfons, 
who would be attors in the bufinefs, of 
which the prophet {poke: it was indeed 
too clear to be miftaken —, unlefs you 
fuppofe Satan a mere fpirit”: that indeed 
/ will cover the paflage with darknefs and 


myftery. 
_, WE have now gone, throu gh the Old 


Tefta- 


and-ohe Of the dads who 'Reod ‘ap for the 
Eord of the whole earth. The feven lamps of the candle- 
Stick, the feven Princes or Privy Councellors of Darius, and 
the feven p’pes to the feven lamps, the feyen deputy Go- 
vernors, who, tho’ once Adverfaries, afterwards affifted the 
Jews according to the word of the Lord. : 

| If a feparate fpirit only had been the 
ies might Rill have ampeded the building of the Temple, 
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‘Thus Hadad the Edomite, and Rezon the | 


Teftament: the word Satan ‘occurs ‘no 
more in the Englifh Bible: and-I-have, 
occafionally, taken notice where, and in: 
what fenfe, it occurs in the: Septuagint ; ; 
here it is always tranflated by Or 
except 1. Kings, xi. rg. 
oft it is found in the Hebrew, muft Be’ | 
left to the examination of vag: who are 
-converfant i in that language. 

It only remains that we fhould collect. 
the information | we have gained, and 
that we fhould take it along” ‘us to 
the New ‘Teftament. 

- We have feen that the word Satan (or 
its correfpondent Greek. is 
applied to fuch perfons as were adverfa- 
ries or enemies of the people of God. 


fon of Eliadah were Satan unto Ifrael all 


the days of Solomon*— and Satan (an | 


Adverfary whofe name is not mentioned) 


ftood up againft Ifrael, and 


David to number his men of-war”. 
both 


See 1 Kings, xi. 14. ‘Septuagint ver. 
by 
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both thefe cafes Satan is to be underftood . 
of an Adverfary or Enemy at ‘war with If, 
racl. In the time of the captivity, Ha-. 
man, the fon of Hammedatha, the A gag-. 
gite, was—~ the Adverfary of, 
the Jews. . ‘This man, under Ahafuerus. 
King of Perfia and Media,. projected a 
violent perfecution, and thought to have 
deftroyed all the children of the captivity’. | 
Here the Adverfary i is a Perfecutor of the 
people of God, and one whoa accufed them, 
unto the King under whom. they were. 
captive: fo in the book of Pfalms, where. 
it if written, “ Set thou a wicked man 


« to be ruler over him, and let Satan 


« ftand at his right hand*.”——Satan, the 
Adverfary, is either a Perfecutor, or, which — 


is more-probable, an accufer — for the 


right. hand of the accufed was the place 


oft the accufer. Thus far we may ven 
ture to fay all is clear. 


Zechariah had a vifion in 
Lord fhewed him Jofhua the high pricit, 
| and 


- © Book of Efther, Chap. iii. alfo vu. and viii. 


and’ Sdtan ftanding at his right hand. — 
This: Adverfary was a perfecutor, Or raz 
ther, for the reafon above given, an ac- 
cufer. . It may I'think be admitted ‘that 
a prophetic vifion is, as much as, any 
other, . bafelefs: fabric, — va- 
« nifhes — and ‘Jeayes not a wreck be- 
« hind.” - But the interpretation is fare : 


and. this prophetic vifion was fulfilled — 


when Tatnai, Shethar-boznai, andhiscom- 
panions refifted Jofhua in building the 
Temple, and fent an aecufation- againft 
him and his people to Darius the King 
Thefe deputy Governors were really 
tan to Jofhua and his people Ifrael: fo 
that this vifion is perfectly cleared by facts. 

The author of the book’ of Job’has 
had recourfe to poetic reprefentation, which. 
has in it fomething of the vifionary caft, 
but is well adapted’to the purpofe of in- 
ftruction: a few examples of this kind 
are found in fcripture, where the poetic’ 
is taken in its fail extent’: ‘and 

Compare, with Eta ber 


f See Ifaiah, Chap. xiv. and Ezekiel Chap. Xvi. alfo the 
Lamentations of Jeremiah, 
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ow frequently this is done by the 
heathen “writers, nobody who 
will need to beinformed. = 
‘the above-named ‘book, the 
has. perfonified all Job's adverfaries: in 
one —— ‘who is their ‘reprefentative. . By. 
this means he has brought Satan into | 
the immediate prefenceof:'God, and: made 
logue, ‘by which we are informed that 
God delivered up his fervant to affliction, 
for the conviétion.and converfion. of the 
Adverfaries, or of Satan. The Adverfary, 
in this cafe, was the Sabeans and Chal- 
deans, for whofe fake’ the lightenings — 
and winds became Adverfaries toJob, and 
he was alfo {mitten with fore boils.- The 
neprefentative of the Adverfary has there- 
fore. thefe powers: committed unto him 
partly becaufe: it-was through them 
that-fuch powers prevailed againft Job, 
_and partly beeaufe thefe powers did really 
become’Satan, that is adverfaries, to Job,. 
and if no other adverfaries had been con- 


— cerned these have. been 
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( 
but no impropriety; in giving them afi 
active reprefentative. This is nothing 
more than a perfonification of inanimate 
or latent powers, and is very common 
with the beft writers bodh: ancient and 
modern. | 
Upon the whole, there is no reafon to 
believe, that the word Satan is ever ufed 
Gn the old Teftament, to denote a fallen’ 
angel, or a real, evil, feparate f{pirit ; but 
there are good reafons to believe the con- 
trary, for it is clearly in many 
initances. 


In the Introductory Remarks, &c. page 4, note e, line 6, for Zacha- 
wias iv. 4, read i. 4. Other errata of lefs moment (which it 1s hoe 
_ ped.are not numerous) the candid reader will readily overlook, 
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AN 


ATTEMPT, 


SECT I 


Examination of the Paffages in the Old iment; 
in which the Words SATAN occur, 
and what is related of 


firft text in which is, 

| mentioned is, Liv. xvu. 7. And they fhall 
no more offer their facrifices unto. Devils, after 
whom they have gone a whoring,—That by De-. 

Ms is meant, the idols or objects of idolatry only, 

is plain, from Deut. xxxu. 16, 17. They (the 

Tfraelites) provoked God to jealoufy with their 
ftrange gods ; they facrificed unto Devils,* not to — 
God ; to gods whom they knew not; to new gods 
that came newly up, whom your fathers feared not. 

Of Jeroboam, it is related, 2 Chron. xi. 15. 
That he ordained him priefts. for the high places, — 
and for the Devils, and for the calves 1 which .he 
had made.—T hey facrificed to the calves, 1 Kings, 
xii. 31, 32. He made other gods and molten 
images to provoke God to anger. xiv. 9. 

In cvi. 35. 38, it is related of the people 
Ifrael, when they were mingled with the Heathen, 


i* 


% 
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9 Dr. Taylor, in his Hebrew Concordance, faith, ** It 
fignifies hairy, or a goat, fo called from its thaggy hair. 
The deities worfhipped, in Egypt, {uch as oxen, dogs, wolves, . 
monkeys, goats.’’ It may juft be obferved, that the word 
Devil doth nog once eeehs in the Old TeRament.. 
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idols, which was a fnare unto them; yea, they fa- 
crificed their fons and their daughters unto Devils, 
i. €. to the idols of Canaan. Of the Heathen, the 
Apoftle faith, The things which the Gentiles facri- 
fice, they ictifice to Devils; ; and I would not that 
ye thould have fellowfhip with Devils. 1 Cor. x. 
20. vit. 7. 10. Deut. xii.'30, 31. Rev. ix. 20. 
~ ‘The firft text in which the word Satan occurs, 1n 
our tranflation, Chron. xxi. 1. And Satan 
Booed inft Ifrael, and provoked (or moved 
fame original word is renderec in the. 
to number or, as it is worded, 
2 ig xxiv. 1, Again the anger ofthe Lord was 
kindled againft Ifrael, and he moved David againft. 
them tO Gy, Go, number and Judah.* 
"Whenever the people were numbered, from twen~ 
ty years old and upwards, each one, Whether rich . 
OF poor, is commanded to pay halfa fhekel, Exod, 
a1, &c. This was to be applied to the 
vice of the tabernacle of the congregation, that it 
nay be a memorial unto the children of Ifrael be- 
fare the Lord, to make ah atonement for their 
fouls. But thiede is not even the leafthint ineither 
of the fore-cited chapters, that David intended, or 
gave any order to Joab to collect the half thekel of . 
the people that were numbered. And it is plain, 
that Joab, his chief General, looked upon the 
King’s as abominable ; and faidto him 


Mr, Farme rves, in his to Dr. Worthington, 
P- $3» That the authors of the Septgaginr did not imagine 
se there was any reference to Satan in 1 Chron. xxi. i, which 
ghey render xa: avecy (not Diabolos ey tw and 
there arofe an eaemy in Uracil. Even in reference to ‘a good 
angel, the Hebrew, word is tranflated by the Sepruae 
gint, Numb. xxii. 32. which therefore denote oppofition. 
_ | withowt malice. Ia seference co the fame angel, the 
gint ules the from which 
Why, 
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Why doth my Lord require. this thing ? Why veil 
he be a: caufe of trefspais to Iirael? ‘And when he 
arid the inferior officers had executed the King’s 
command, at leaft in part, and returned to him with 
the lift of the men, it appears plain he very foon 
tecollected he had trefpafied by not obferving the 
command of God, in Exodus. 1 Chrom. xxi. 8. 
In his confeffion, mentioned in this chapter, it doth 


not in the leaft appear, he perceived in himfelf that 


_ he was tempted by Satan to commit the fin, or that 
he was moved to it by God; and indeed, as God 
charged him with the ‘én, or tranfgreffion, we can- 
not fuffer ourfelves to admit he was either the fole’ 
or partial caufe of it.* From David’s oppofing 
Joab’s judgment and remonftrance againft number=_ 
ing the people, it isevident he was determined upon 
it from whatever caufe it arofe. 

Farther, it appears from Samuel, juft cited, that 
previous to this, Ifrael, or the people had finned, — 
and it provoked Ged ; for, it is faid, Again the an= 
ger of the Lord was. kindled againit Ifrael. What 
their former fin was, is not mentioned ; but for that, 
as well as for their prefent tranfgr=ffion, God pu- 
nifhed the people ; as is. related,-2 Sam. xxiv. 11, 
8c. David again confefled, that as he alone had 
finned, he and and his to be 
punifhed. 


the original word pork doth ia 
moft texts where it occurs, properly fignify ftirred up, per- 


fuaded, or enticed by the influence which one perfon hath over. 


or upon another, to engage him to a& conformable thereto, 
_ asappears in thefe texts, Deut. xiii. 6, 7. Jofhua xv. 18, 
1 Kings xxi. 25. 2 Chron, xviii. 2, yet it camnot well be ad- 
mitted in the cafe under confideration, for as the Apofle 
James faith, As God cannot be tempted with evil, neither 
tempted he any mao. i.e, by. any real on his ntad 
# excite him to do that which is evil, 
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4) 
inally, I obfervé, that in the veritings 
“extant, prior to the writing the book of Chroni- 
cles, there is not the leaft mention of any angel 
being caft out of Heaven on account of his having 
finned againft God, as the common opinion of fuch 
an. apoftate fpirit; and therefore the writer of it, 
by the word Satan, could not intend fuch a being. 
Indeed, had any of thofe writers made mention of 
fuch a being, and that he had tempted or provoked 
any of the people to fin by his fecret wiles or fug- 
‘gettions, there would then be fome plaufible ground 
to fuppofe that Satan provoked David to number 
the people: but it is certain they have not, even 
in a fingle inftance. ‘The Satan, or adverfary, that — 
excited him to undertake it, probably was his 
pride, or fome other inordinate or criminal defire ; 
or perhaps, the fear of a formidable enemy. . One 
or other of thefe, it is probable, led him to over- 
rule the better judgment and expoftulation of Joab, 
_ who was entirely againft it. That it was his - only, 
_3splain, from his own words. 1 Chron. xxi. 8. 17. 
The next text where the word Satan occurs, is in 
Job.i.8. and ii.1.2. Thata fallen angel, ora wicked 
- apoitate fpirit is not meant, appears to me, at leaft 
: highly probable, from the following confiderations : 
~ One is, it is very incredible that- the Lord fhould 
hold the converfation there related, with fuch a 
being, and alfo that he fhould give him leave to 
afflict his piou$ fervant with the fore diforder of the 
- boils merely to gratify the groundlefs and invidious. 
infinuation or charge of fuch a wicked fpirit ; that 
his ferving God was not from a pious and good 
principle, but becaufe he had blefled him with an 
abundance ; but, that if he endangered his life, he 
would rebel againit him. In either view of this 
‘relation, it certainly is without -any precedent in 


all the own, cannot reconcile the 
latter 


7 
‘ 
4 
7 
ig 
+ 
“aa 
43 
« 
BE 
> 
was 
4 
~ 
iz 
4 


latter part with the many declarations in thofe very 
writings in which is exprefled God’s regard to thofe 


that ferve him, in like manner as is related of 


Job’s piety to God; his paternal regard for his 


_ Children’s religious welfare and. happinefs ; and his - 
acts of beneficence manifefted to the neceffitous, 


related in chap. xxix. _ 

That neither Job, nor his wife believed the bill 
were inflicted by Satan, as a wicked fpirit, but by 
the hand of God, is plain, from chap. ii. 9, 10. and 
from chap. i. 21. it is equally plain he believed that 


his other afflictions came upon him from God ; and 
from the fpeeches of his friends, it is alike evident 
that they underftood all his afflictions,came upon — 
him by the appointment of God; and after the 
Lord had blefled him with a double portion of 


goods, as chap. xlii. 10, 11. it is faid, Then came 
there unto him, all his brethren and ‘all his fifters, 


_and all they that had been of his acquaintance be-- 


- fore, and they bemoaned over him al/_the evils that 
the Lord bad brought upon him; and, according to 
the cuftom of that time, and alin 3 is fimilar as it 
at prefent in the Eaftern countries, every man alfo 
gave him a piece of money, and, every one an €ar- 
ring of gold. 
Laftly, I obferve in all that. is related of Satan, 
refpecting Job, there is not the leaft intimation of - 


his infufing into his mind evil thoughts, or ex- - 


citing in him any inordinate defires, by which he. — 


tempted him to fin againft the Lord, either prior 
‘to, or after he was afflicted with the boils. 
The next text in which the word Satan is. men- 
tioned is, Zach. ii, 1, 8c. The firft fix chapters. 
_ Appear to contain a revelation by a vifion made to 
the prophet concerning the Ifraelites, upon their 
return from the. Babylonian captivity, and their 
~ building the Temple ; ; and the principal perfons 
that are mentioned are J ofhua aid 
T 


” 
; 
4 % 
» 
‘ 
_ 
= 
€ 
4 
o 
5 
« 

= 
<2 
a. 
og 
jj 
, 
€ bd 
q 
ae 
4 
q 2 
= 
a2 
~ 
= 
4 
ba 


This appears highly probable by confulting the 
time when the prophet lived and prophefied, and — 
comparing what he fays in the context, we are con- 
fidering with what 1s related. Ezra v. Then the 
prophets Hageai, and Zachariah the fon of Iddo, 
prophefied unto the Jews that were in Judea and 
Jerufalem, in the name of the God of Ifrael, even 
unto them. ‘Then rofe up Zerubbabel the fon of 
Shealtiel, and Jefhua the fon of Jofzadak, and be- 
gan to build the houfe of God’which is at Jerufa- 
lem, and with them were the prophets of God 
helping them: 1. e. by their prophefying. Their 
adverfaries are thus defcribed: At that time came 
to them Tatnai, Governor on this fide the river; 
and Shether-boznai, and their companions, and faid 
thus to them: Who hath commanded you to build 
the houfe and make the walls? Then faid we unto 
them, after this manner; What are the names of 
the men that make this building ? In fhort, they 
he would have made them defift from building, and 
oo) wrote to Darius for that purpofe ; but it ftands re- 
a) corded thus: The eyes of the Lord were upon the 
| | elders of the Jews, fo that they, (their adverfaries, 
or Satan) could not caufe them to ceafe till the af- 
_fair came before Darius, who made a decree, that 
they fhould not only fuffer the building to go on, 
but alfo affift the builders with fuch things as might 
be needful. is 
Another text in which the word Satan occurs, is, 
Pfal. cix. 6. Set thou a wicked man over hin, (i. e. 
mine enemy) and let Satan ftand at his right hand.* 
_It is exceeding plain that in the context David is 
{peaking of men who were his enemies, he faith, 


* On this verfe Dr. Patrick comments, Let the worft man 
that can be found be appointed to hear his caufe when-he is ac- 
culed, and his moft malicious adverfary plead againft him. 

For 
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love, they are my adverfaries. 


But che | 
Hebrew word rendered adverfaries, and alfo in the | 
verfes 20, 29, is the fame as in verfe 6, tranflated 
Satan.* Had the word in the former verfes been 
tranflated as in the latter, it would be, They are 


For my 


my Satans. But, I judge, there is no difcerning © 
man who can believe that the perfons he had’ men- 
tioned as the wicked, who en affed him about 


words of hatred, and fought againft nim wane 


fallen angels, but men only. 


Befides the foregoing texts where the ati De- | 


_ vils and Satan occur, there are-others wherein men- 
tion is made of an evil fpirit, that, by fome per- 


fons, may be interpreted and underfteod to intend 
a fallen angel, and therefore be urged againft what 


‘Thave aiferted refpecting the entire filence of thofe 
writings concerning fuch a_ being. 


Thefe texts: 
will be confidered, and the firft I will produce is, 
1 Kings, xxii. 21, 22, 23.T The occafion of the 


Prophet’s mentioning the vifion, is related in the 


foregoing verfes, which need not be cited. The. 


vifion will be eafily difcerned, and alfo allowed to 
be not a relation of a fact, which then took place, 


but only a reprefentation made to the Prophet re- 
lative to Ahab and Jehofhaphat’s going to befiege 
Ramoth Gilead. Farther, it appears to me highly 


improbable, at leaft, that the Prophet believed, the 


{fpirit faid, to come forth, or out from among the 


good angels, who are reprefented as ftanding be-. 


* See Taylor’s Hebrew Coneaidaunn No. 1928. 


+ And there came forth a f{pirit and ftood before the Lord, | 


and faid, will perfuade him, i.e. Ahab. And the Bord 
faid, wherewith ? And he faid I will go forth and will be a 
lying fpirit in the mouth of all his prophets; and he faid, thou 


fhalt perfuade and prevail alfo, go forth and do fo. Now 
therefore behold the Lord hath put a lying {pirit in the mouth: 


of all thefe thy prophets, and the Lord hath fpoken evil cons 
cerning | 


* 


| fore. 
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fore the throne of God, was intended to reptefent . 
a fallen angel, or apoftate fpirit; and, I think it 


will appear in that light to every one who attends 
to the paflage. I[ judge it will alfo be granted to 


have been equally improbable to the Prophet, that 


God fhould fend iuch a being to execute the mef- 


faze there related. That which, in my opinion, is 


an 1 unanfwerably {trong and decided proof of the 
juftnefs of the foregoing obfervations, refpecting 
the Prophet’s opinion of the evil fpirit not being a_ 


fallen angel, is the entire filence of the Scriptures, 


that fuch a being had been caft eut of Heaven, as 


} have already obferved ; and it is paft doubt, that 
in the vifion there is not the leaft hint that the evil 


{fpirit was a reprefentation of one of them. | 
Tf it is admitted the vifion was fubfequent to 
- what is related of the 400 prophets who prophefied 
to Ahab and Jehofhaphat, that fuccefs would at- 
tend their befieging Ramoth Gilead, it is plain, 
that the former was already perfuaded of the truth 
of their prediction, particularly by what is faid of 


Zedekiah and the other prophets, v.11, 12. But 


fuppofing it fhould be granted that the evil fpirit 


who came forth and offered to go and perfuade 
Ahab reprefents a fallen angel, yet it will not 
prove there is more than one. 

I may ftill add, that whoever will be at the pains 
to look at the numerous texts in the Old Tefta- 


meat, particularly in Jeremiah and Ezekiel, wherein 
mention is made of the falfe prophets, will not find — 


the leaft hint that they were ftirred up, or excited 
to prophefy falfely, and thereby deceive the peo- 


ple, by an evil {fpirit, 1. e. a fallen angel. But 
thofe writings have affigned very different and ap- | 


parent caufes, from whence they were induced or 
excited to deceive the people by their prophefying 
falfe things, as the prophets did awe have men- 
tioned. 
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~ On the whole, there doth not feem to us the leaft 


proof that the evil fpirit, mentioned in the vifion, 


was defigned to reprefent a fallen angel ; or was for 
underftood by the prophet to whom it appeared. | 
Another text I fhall take under confideration, is,. 


1 Sam. xvi. 14,* &c. Previous: to my offering 


any obfervations upon it, I judge it will be proper 
to attend to what is related in chapter the tenth, 
wherein mention is made of God’s: fending’ Samuel 
to choofe Saul, and anoint him to be King over his_ 
people. To whom Samuel faid, The fpirit of the 
Lord will come upon thee, and thou thal prophefy, 
and thou fhalt be turned into another man: And 
after he had turned back from him, God gave 
him another heart; and when he and his compa-= 
nions came to the hill, a company of the prophets 


met him, and the fpirit of God came upon him, 


and he prophefied among them. Some time after 
this, God, by Samuel, fent him to go up againft 
Amalick, and utterly deftroyed it; as it is related 
chapter xi. but, inftead of his fully executing this 
commiffion, he fpared Agag, &c. as v. 8,9. Upon 
this, Samuel came to him, and, among other things. 

plainly told him, as v. 22, 23, that, for this a& of 
perverfe difobedience, God rejected nim from be~ 


ing King. Soon after this, Samuel was fent to 


anoint David, the fon of Jeffe, to be King in his 
ftead, which he accordingly did ; - tho’ the com- 
mencement of his reign did not take place till the 
death of Saul. I think there can hardly be any 
doubt that Saul was informed of David's being 
anointed King. | 

_ Let any one, for a moment, cofifider thefe 
particular cafes, which, it is natural to believe, 
very deeply affected the mind - Saul : It was im- 


The fpitit of the from Saal, and an evil 


bs from the Lord, him, » 
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bittered with. the juft aceufation of his own inex- 
cufable guilt; or, in the wopds of Samucl to him : 

Rebellion is as the fin of witchcraft, and ftub- — 
bornnefs is as in gee and idolatry ; thou haft re- 


jected the word of the Lord in not executing it 
on the Amaelkites, That God, who had raifed 
him up in a yery fingular manner to be the firft 
King oyer his people Ifrael; that he had with- 
drawn his fpirit Sass him by which he had pre- 


_ phefied among the prophets ; and, finally, he had, ~ 
by fpecial dire&ion to Samyel, anointed David 


to be King; and to him he had given his fpirit. 


_ A proper attention to thefe very interefting parti- 


without any difficulty, ex- 
plain in what 

evil fpirit from the Lord troubled him; and alfo 
the true caufe from whence his fervants, who, no 
doubt, faw his unufual dejeGion of mind, faid to 
him, Behold! now, an evil {pirit, from God, 
troubleth thee. To remeve, or mitigate which, 


they gave him this advice: Let our Lard the 


King command thy fervants to feek out a man who 
is 2 cunning player on a harp, and it fhall come to 
pafs, when the evil fpirit, from God, is u " 
thee, that. he will play with his hand, and 


fhalt be well. To which propofal he ‘aflented ; 
when the evil rp a 


and David was fent for; an 
from God, was upon Saul, he took an ha 

played with his hand: So Saul was refrethed, 

was well, and the evil fpirit departed from Beant 
The fuccefs attending the advice of his fervants, 


_ fhews plainly what was their opinion of the real 
gate, as well as the nature_of-his trouble. 

__ I prefyme it will be allowed there is not the leat =f 

’ evidence in the context from whence we may juftly _ 


fuppofe, that Saul’s fervants believed the power of 
the mufical harp could poffibly expel a fallen an- 


eel from Saul, — it ta be fucha 


nfe we are to underftand that an | 
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being. ‘But it was not an improper expedient to 
relieve his mind, under its prefent diforderéd ftate ; 
efpecially if we may fuppefe that he was rather 
forid of that kind of miufic. 
Men, in common, and even very_fenfible meh 
too, through the force of habit, are very apt to 


affix to thé words evil fpifit, they find in Scrip~ 
ture, the idea of a fallen angel; and then inéau- 


tioufly conclude that thofe writers ufed them in the 
faihe fenfe ; but this is often, as in the cafe before 
us, a very capital error, as, I prefutie, will appear 


thore fully in the following pages. 


Theré is another text in Judges chapter ix. 23. 
wheré it is faid, God ferit an evil fpirit between 


-Abimeleth and the men of Shecheni, After the 


death of Gideon, the father of Abimelech, he ap- 
to the men of Shechem to obtain their 


fent, that, as oné of his fons, He might rule over 


them in his ftead; but that he might not have atty 
competitor in the family of Jerubbaal his brother, 
who had fixty fons, hé obtaitied thoney out of the 


houfe of Baal-berith, with which he hired vain atid 


light perfons, and by thefe he flew thert all, ex- 
cept eg the youngeft, who éfcaped from that 


‘unnatural and’ unprovoked maffacre. Upon this, 
‘the Shechemites made him King. As they in gé- 


neral were not cofcérned in that wickéd att, Jo- 


tham addreffed thémr to retaliate it upon Abime- 
lech and thofe who were concerned with him; as 
v. 7—20. After Abimelech had reéiphed thrée 


years, it is faid God fent an evil fpirit, 8c. I 
think it is probable that the Shechemites, who were 
not concerned with him, in confequencé of Jo- 


tham’s expoftulation, meditated févenge acainit 


him and his adherents, and therefore contimenced 
hoftilities againft him; upon whith Abimileéch, 


with his forcés, went againft Shechem, and’ flew 
many of th¢ people; after which he attacked 


C2 Thebez, 
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'Thebez, and took it; but, upon his attempt upon 
* the tower, he was flain. Upon his death, it is 
faid, verfes 56, 57, ‘1 hus God rendered the wick- — 
ednefs of Abimelech, which he did unto his father, 
in laying his brethren ; and for all the evil of the 
men of Shechem did God render upon their heads, 
and upon them came the curfes of Jotham, the fon 
of Jerubbaal. 
From this relation, it appears plain, to me, that 
by an evil fpirit is not to be underftood a fallen 
angel; but, that God, in the courfe of ‘his Provi- 
dence, raifed, or ftirred up an enemy to Abimelech 
and his adherents: as, verfes 56, 57. to punifh 
them for the wicked act of flaying the fons of Je- 
tubbaal his brother, who had rendered fignal fer- 
“vices to his people againft their enemies in the time 
of Gideon their father. 
Another text is in Pfalms lviii. 49, where, it is 
faid, Gcd caft upon them (the Egyptians) the 
fiercenefs of his wrath and indignation, by fending 
evil angels. I would juft obferve that the Hebrew 
word here rendered angels, is often and juftly tranf- 
dated Mefiengers, and fometimes, Prophets, who, 
from God, delivered his meflages to his people ; 
and therefore the word Angels, doth, by no means, 
_always intend angels as invifible firits, much lefs 
fallen angels. This can be determined only by 
the context, or parallel pafiages. Now, it is indif- 
-putably, plain, in the context, the writer gives a 
fummary account of God’s dealings with the Egyp- 
_ tians, as is particularly recorded in Exod. vii: to 
the xui. But, it is certain, that Mofes hath not 
mentioned evil angels being fent among the Egyp- 
tians. The only angels, or meffengers he hath re- 
lated whom God fent among them, were himfelf 
-and Aaron, by whofe inftrumentality God caft 
_upon them the fiercenefs of his wrath, &c. and in 
this fenfe, to the Egyptians -they were evil angels, 
| or 
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vor meffengers. Now, I think, it will be granted, 
that the Pfalmift could not derive any eg 
of evil angels, i. e. apoftate fpirits, being fent 
among the people of. Egypt, but from the Hiftory 
of Mofes, in which there is not even any hint of - 
fuch beings fent among them. 

I here beg leave to obferve, that whatever real 

knowledge men have of angels, 1. e, their intellec- 
tual powers; or their vifible communications with 
men, or their being the agents of God in his pro- 
vidential government in this world, that it is wholly 
derived from divine revelation, Withous which it 

Ys abfolutely impoffible they can have the leaft 

knowledge of either; and the reafon is as obvious — 
as it 1s unqueftionably true, viz. becaufe they are 
the inhabitants of the invifible world, And this is 
equally true, as it refpects any of thofe beings hay- 
ing finned againft God, and on that account ex- 

pelled from Heaven. But, even that. 
was clearly revealed, yet that would be no proof 

of their tempting men to fin, by fuggefting to gies 
minds evil thoughts, or raifing in them corrupt 
defires, terminating in finful actions. A real know- 
ledge of thefe things muft depend upon revela-. 
tion, or a relation of real facts in proof of it. 
But of thefe things the Old Teftament is entirely 

filent, as we have feen.* 
Thus much concerning what we find in the Old 
‘Teftament. | 


Mr, Farmer’s opinion is this, —"That the Old 
contains no account of the fall of angels, much lefs does it 
_yeprefent them as {caling Heaven, and being thrown dowa 
from thence. There is not even the moft diftant reference, or 
allufion to fuch an event in any of the Jewifh prophets, Fare 
ther, he faith, I am far from taking upon me to fay there was 
‘not an early revelation of the rebellion of angels, and their 
expulfion from Heaven. But hitherto this pam has been af- 


ferted only,—not proved, 
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2 will now examine the New Teftament to fee whether 
any thing occurs therein to corroborate the commonly 
received opinion of Fallen skis or Satan and the 
Devil. 


HE only texts, or at leaft the iineigal ones, 
are, in x Pet. ii. 4. and Jude v. 6. For if 
God fpared not the angels that finned, but catt 
them down to Hell, and delivered them into chains 
of darknefs to be referved unto judgement. And 
the angels which kept not their firft eftate, but left 
their own habitations, he hath referved in everlatt- 

ing chains of darknefs unto the Judgement of the 

‘eat day. 

~ On thefe words I erie, firft, That none of 
the Apoftles could derive the leaft ‘knowledge from 
the Old Teftament, that any of the angels had been 
caft. out of Heaven on account of their having 
finned againft God ; and we have no account that 
Jefus made any difcovety of it to them. 

Secondly, Had Peter, or Jude, known, from the 
Old Teftament, or from Jefus, that there were 
“fallen angels, it is natural to fuppofe they would 
have been explicit in mentioning them to the per- 
fons they wrote to, otherwife they could not have 
underftoood what beings they intended; and that 
for reafons already offered. 

Thirdly, Neither of the particulars jut. men- 
tioned, can be fatisfactorily inferred from the word 
Angels. The primary import of the original word 
to.relate any matter, particularly as a meffen- 
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ger, and in this fenfe, the fame original word ts 


fendered, James ii. 25..  Thefe meflengers were 


fent to fpy the interior parts of the land of 


Canaan; and, upon their return, they related to 


‘Mofes and to the people what they had feen and 
heard in traverfing it. And there is but. one text 


where the original word can in the leaft be fup- 
pofed to allude to fallen angels, and that 1s Matt, 


| RXV. 41. 


Fourthly, That the word taprapum, tranflated caft 
down to Hell, is the only place in the New Tefta- 


‘ment where it is tranflated caft down to Hell, © 


Fifthly, All that the two Apoftles have related of 


the st of the angels, is, that they finned, and 


kept not their firft eftate, or principality, but left 
li were caft out of ) their own habitation ; + 


that was is not mentioned. ) 
Of the punifhment, it is faid they were caft 
down to. Hell, and delivered into chains of dark- 


-nefs to be referved unto judgment of the great day. 


But there is not the leaft mention what their finful 


conduct was, nor that they were caft out of Heaven 


and feparated fromthe good angels. | 
oe a us now fee whether the context in Peter fa- 
yors the commonly received opinion or not. 
In the foregoing chapters he faith to his brethren, 


that he and the apoftles who were with the Lord 


‘on the Mount, Matt. xvi. ‘Ss &c. heard a voice 
from Heaven, faying, this is my beloved San, ia 


whom I am well pleafed. He then adds, That we 


have a more fure word of prophefy, i. e. a more ~ 


particular and full revelation in the Old Teftament 


Concerning Jefus as the Son of God, which ye will 
_ do well to give heed to, becaufe thofe writings 


were indited by the Holy Ghoft; and the meaning 


of thofe parts of i refpecting Jefus, are not 
- confined to the. prophets, or that people 3 but we 
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4lfo are included therein: And then he tells them): 
that in the time of thofe prophets, there were falfe 
ones among that people ;. and there are, or will 
arife, falfe teachers among you, who will propa- 
pate falfe doctrines, even denying the Lord that 
bought them, and draw away many after them, 
and thereby bring upon themfelves fwift deftruc- 
tion. And he defcribes the way or manner by 
which they will attempt to draw them away. And 
from v. 10—19, I'think he reprefents their prin- 
ciple and conduct; and againft fuch falfe prophets 
Jefus warned his difciples, Matt. vii. 15. 26. 29. 
xxiv. rr. Mark xiii. 21, 22,23: See Acts xx. 30. 
And I apprehend the Apoftle St. John alluded to 
fuch perfons. 1 Tap iv. 1, 2, 3, calling them 
Anti-Chrifts, i. e. oppofers or enemies of Chrift. 
Inthe chapter under confideration, the Apoftle 
warns the Chriftians to be aware of them that they 
might not fall under the fame condemnation which 
4 would overtake thofe falfe teachers. And in verfe 


©." 4, he mentions others, whom he calls angels, or 


meffengers that finned, &c. 
The opinion of a very fenfible anonymous au-— 
thor* on this fubject, appears to me at leaft very 
probable, that the angels, i. e. the meffengers that 
finned, are thofe men related Numb. xiii. xiv. who — 
were fent to fpy out the land of Canaan, whofe re- 
port to Mofes, 8c. of the numbers and fituation of 
fome of its inhabitants, and the ftrength of their 
cities, difcouraged the people from going up to 
take poffeffion of it. Thefe were rulers and heads. 
of the people whom God punifhed for giving fuch 
an account, by infli¢ting on them a great plague, 
fo that they and all the people whom they caufed to 
murmur againft God, and Mofes his fervant, died. 


; * An Enquiry into the Scripture meaning of the word Satan. 
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Heb. iii, 7.19. Both the meffengers and the peo- 
~ ple had feen z mighty power of God exerted in 


their deliverances and yet they did not believe, 


but rebelled. Thofe meffengers who finned, were 


plain and pertitent examples of men like ‘them- | 
felves, from whom they might and ought to take 


Warning not to be feduced by the falfe teachers, 
and thereby be guilty of a like unbelief, i. e. in 
Jefus their. Lord, and a wicked departure from 


his commands, which, from conviction they had 


embraced, and on that account, fall under an hea- 
vier condemnation and judgment from God, than 


he had inflicted on thofe meffengers and the people © 


feduced by them. _ But, I apprehend, that if we 
underftand the paflage we are commenting upon, 


of fallen angels, it was neither applicable, nor in- 
deed intelligible to the apoftles, or the people to. 


whom he was writing, fince they had no knowledge 
that any of the angels had finned, or wherein it 
‘confifted ; and, I may add, if they had, what was 
the conduét of angels, (properly fuch) to them 3 e 

-_ The other inftances are clearly taken from men 
like themfelves ; the probability therefore is, that 
thefe were of the fame nature with thofe, who, in 


the time of Noah, God drowned by a deluge; and 


then he the fimilar conduct of 


bitants of Sodom, &c. whom God deftroyed by fire. . 


But, as a contraft to thefe, he mentions the cafes of 
Noah and Lot, who believed in God, and obeyed 
his word, and were faved from thofe judgments. 


Thefe, and the former perfons, were obvious exam- 


ples of men of the like paffions with themfelves, 


which they could: not only eafily underftand, but 


alfo eafily apply the former as warnings, and the 


latter as encouragements to. their minds 


againft thofe falfe teachers ; but, I apprehend, they 


could Not, as it fallen angels, 
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What force thefe obfervations will be admitted 
to have, as proofs, that b ~§ the word Angels that 
finned, &c. the Apoftle did not intend fallen angels, 
but the rulers and, heads of ‘the people, mentioned 
above, 1s fubmitted to the deliberate and unbiaffed 
judgment of the reader. 
In the preceding quotations from the Old T efta- 
ment, where the words Devils and Satan, &c. oc~ 
Cur, it appears to me, there is not any proof that 
_the writers m ufing them, meant fallen angels ; 
and therefore they do not give the leaft account that 
‘Satan, in a fecret or unperceived manner, infufed, 
or put into the mind or heart of any one man, evil 
thoughts, or excited in him imordinate defires, by 
which he tempted him to fin. Likewife, in the 
New Teftament it appears, that there is not any 
explicit relation that any of the angels were expelled 
Heaven for their having finned againftGod. 
Tt will therefore follow, that in the former wri- 
tings in which it is recorded of individuals, or of 
the people in general who finned againft God by 
violating the obligations of natural a vealed reli- 
gion, or both ; they have not, even in a fingle in« 
ftance, attributed ‘to of Satan, In 
this they are as entirely filent as are refpecting 
ahy man’s being volfeted by one =f them, or by a 
demon; and yet had Satan been the real agent, or 
| inftrument i in tempting men to fin in like manner; — 
‘or, as univerifally as itis now bel'eved he doth, I 
think it will be allowed to be natural to expect the 
writers of the Old Teftament would have given 
_ ‘fome plain account of it, in fome inftances ; for it 
%8 certain they repeatedly mention many different 
‘caufes or occafions from whence men were tempted 
to fin; but, it is certain, they have not attributed 
_¥ to Satan in a finele inftance. From thofe wri- 
tings therefore it feerns to be indifputably 
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that neither the Apoftles.nor the Jews could.de. 
rive the leaft information concerning Satan or his 
devices ; or, that any perfon, much lefs men in ge- 
neral, had been tempted by him to fing 
_ Should it be faid, that the relation given of the 
Serpent’s tempting Eve, and feducing her to fin, is 
a proof that an individual at leaft, is an exception ; 
I anfwer, that, admitting it was by a fallen angel 
who affumed the bodily fhape of that creature, ar- 
entered into one, (of which however there is not. 
the leaft mention in the Bible) yet the relation of his 
tempting her was, by converfing with her, and not. 
by his infufing in an invifible or unperceived man- 
ner into her mind or heart, evil thoughts, or raifing 
evil defires in her, as is now believed to be the 
way or manner by which he tempts men to fin; 
confequently the former effentially differs from the 
fatter. And, I fuppofe there is not any man who 
will plead that Satan tempts men after that manner. 
Her being tempted, as is related, I fhould there- 
_ fore apprehend cannot juftly be urged as a real or 
- fatisfactory proof of Satan’s tempting men to fin. 
In what confpicuous light muft the difference ap- 
pear between the facred writings and thofe of other 
men in the prefent and paft ages who lived under 
the light of the Chriftian religion, which are re- 
plete with afertions that a fallen ange] aflumed the 
Shape of a real ferpent, or entered into one; and 
that he tempted her and her pofterity to the com- 
- miffion of the fins which they have been guilty of, 
or at leaft, to the principal partofthem. =, 
_ But was the commonly received opinion that jt 
was a fallen angel entered into the ferpent, proved 
to be juftly founded in the plain language of Scrip- 
ture, which it certainly is not, yet that could-not 
prove there is more than one as a tempter of men 
to fin? And, I may juitly there is not 
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a fingle text in the New Teftament where the word 
Deol is to be found. The only one from whence 
it may feem to be inferred is, Matt. xxv. 41. where 


Jefus fpoke of the Devil and his angels. For, in 
every text where the word Devils occurs, it 


it is Daimonia, and not Diabolos. The only text 
where the laft word hath a plural meaning is, 
1 Tim. ii. rr. 2 Epiftle iti. 3. Titus ii. 3. and is 
rendered flanderers and accufers. 

Likewife wherever the word Satan is mentioned 
in the New Teftament, except Matt. xii. 26. it is 
in the fingular only, and there it can include two 
Satans only ; alfo where the words the Prince of 
this world, the Prince of the power of the air, oc- 
cur, itis in the fingular only. ‘The fame is true of 
tthe words, the Power of Darknefs. When in 
Luke xi. 18., Jefus repeating what the Jews faid of 


him, that he caft out Devils ; the original word is 
a word of very different: fignification 


from Diabolos, or Satanas. 
If the common opinion that there are numerous _ 
Satans, or Devils, is pleaded for, it certainly can-~ 


not be proved Soin any expreffions either in the 
‘ New Teftament or in the Old; becaufe thofe writ- 


ings invariably ufe the word Devil, or Satan, in 


‘the fingular, and never in the plural number as im- — 


porting there are many fiich beings; and Iwill juft _ 
note, that in all the converfations the Jews had 
with Jefus, they do not even once make ufe of the 


“words Diabolos, i. e. Devil, or Satanas. 


t The firft relation, inthe New Teftament, of S4- ; 


tan, or the Devil tempting any one, is. that of 
_Jefus. Matt.iv. 1—11. Marki. 11, 12. Luke 


iv. 1—13. Matthew and Luke relate, he was led 


up of the fpirit into the Wildernefs to be tempted 
of the Devil, and mark that the {pirit driveth him 
“Into he “Wilderneds 5 and Whea he had fafted forty 


days 
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days and forty nights, he was afterwards an hin» 
ered. The particulars related of Satan’s tempt- 
ing Jefus is, his‘faying, If thou be the Son of God; 
command that thefe {tones be made bread ; i.e. to 
fupply you with food. His taking him up“upon a 
pinnacle or battlement of the Temple, and faying 
tohim, Ifthou be the Son of God, caft thyfelf 
down from hence, for it is written, he, (i.e. God) 
fhall give his angels charge concerning thee; and - 
jn their hands they fhall hold thee up, left, at any 
time, thou dafh thy foot againft a ftone. His tak- 
‘ing him up on an exceeding high mountain, and 
fhewing him all the kingdoms of the world, and 
the glory of them; and faying, All thefe things 
‘willl give thee, and the glory of them, if thou 
wilt fall down and worfhip me; for they are deli- 
vered unto me, and to whomfoever I will f 
would juft premife, that a perfon may be faid 
to be tempted when an offer is made of what is 
agreeable to him, or when it excites in him fome 
defire to accept of it; or when, as the apoftle 
‘James faith, he is tempted, being drawn away of 
his own luft, and enticed, and thereby it bringeth 
Now, fuppofe it is‘admitteed that Satan is a fal- 
‘len angel, and that what he faid to Jefus isto 
be literally underftood; yet, I think it cannot be 
doubted but he knew who he was, and _ his defigon 
and end in tempting him. I fhould therefore judge 
that no man can really believe the propofals were 
agreeable to him, much lefs that they raifed in him | 
-a defire to comply with either of them; and, as to 
the laft, it is certain, that both Satan and Jefus‘weHl . 
knew it was not in Satan’s power to give him them 
had Jefus complied with the’condition. On what 
‘geal ground then can it be juftly -fuppoled,: 
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Satan knew he was the Son of God, he could have 


the leaft reafon to believe or expect he om tempt 


him to comply with either propofal. 


_ Indeed, if we may judge of this temptation asa 
true fpecimen of the artful wiles of Satan, (I mean 
_ if there is fuch a being) it certainly doth not evi- 


dence his-abilities in tempting men to be {uperior 
to thofe of men; or, that he is a much more fubtle 


and powerful tempter; for, had he, in either of 


thofe refpects, been fuperior to men, I think we 
shay juftly conclude, that his tempting Jefus would 


~ have been much more artfully Jaid and condutted, 


and therefore more likely to Fa fucceeded than in 
what is related by the Lomeli, I would finally 
obferve, they have not given the leaft intimation, 
that Satan, in an invifible manner, unperceived by 
Jcius, infufed into his mind any evil thoughts, or 


raifed in him any inordinate defires to tempt him, 
. as the means by which moft men believe he tempts” 


perfons to fin. 


The next relation of the Devil, or Satan’s tempt- 


ing, I will mention, is that of Judas. John xiii. 2. 
27. it is faid, That, fupper being ended, the Devil 


now put into the head of Judas Ifcariot to betray 


 Jefus; or, that after fupper he gave him the fop, 


when Satan enteredinto him. - When he had taken 
it, he ummediately went out, or he went his way, 
and-communed with the chief priefts, and faid to 


them, What will ye give me, and I will deliver 
him unto you? And they were glad, and cove-— 


nanted with him for thirty pieces of filver, and he 


promifed and fought opportunity to betray him 


unto them in the abience of the multitude, Luke 


xxi. 


I muft again intreat the reader to confider, that 
neither John nor Luke could have received, from 
the Old Teftament, the leaft knowledge of Satan 


as 
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as a fallen angel; or of his having put into. the 
heart of any man evil thoughts, by which he 
tempted him to fin; or, that he ever entered into 
any one to effect it. Neither is.there any proof, in 
the evangelifts, that they had received from Jefus 
the laft knowledge of either; and, and indeed, this 
is the only account, in the Bible, of Satan's having 
into any man. For all the inftances_ re- 
_ corded in the New Teftament of men’s being pof- 
-feffed by an evil {pirit, or fpirits, are, of a demon, - 
erdemons, and not by Satan as a fallen angel. 

- Farther, I obfervey.¢hat in every paflage in 
the Evangelifts in which Jefus .mentioned to his 
apoftles, or tosfadas, his being betrayed by one 
of them, he did. not give them the leaft- intima-. 
tion that he would be tempted to it by Satan, much — 
by his entering into him as the real cauie 
it. 
If we impartially’ attend to John has re- 
lated of his principle.and conduét, chap. xii. 6. that 
he cared not for the poor, and being -purfe-bearer, 
he ufed to pilfer what was in bank; as the original 
words are rendered by another tranflator : and like- 
wife that Jefus faid he is a devil, 1. e. an adverfary 
or accufer, and not clean, like the reft of the apof- 
tles; xii. 11. and his covenanting with the chief 
priefts for thirty pieces of filver, to betray him. — 
Itis probable we fhall be led to underftand John’s . 
and Luke’s words, cited above, not in the literal . 
fenfe, but only as expreffive of Judas’s principle 
and conduct as a very covetous man and an adver- 
fary to Jefus, who was then going to execute his.de- 
_fign; and it is reafonable to believe, he previoufly — 
knew the chief priefts had fought to take and de-._ 
‘ftroy Jefus. Luke fays, Judas fought to. betray 
-him unto them, in the abfence of the multitude, 


and therefore he came in the night,.with the. offi- 
Cers, 
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cérs, té take him: and the Evangcelifts hdve re 
ated that the chief priefts, &c. before that time 
had attempted to take ‘him, but they did Roti 
fearing the people. : 

How far thefe obfervations may be admitted to. 
‘explain and alfo to afcertain the true meaning of 
the words under confideration, is fubmitted to the 
judgment of the inquifitive and candid reader. In 
my view, they appear the moft probable faluta- 
tion of them; at leaft the literal meaning feems to 
be attended wath. confiderable, if not with infu- 
perable difficulties, efpecially that of Satan's en- 
tering into Judas. 

The next account of Satan I will ‘mention, is 
that refpecting Peter. Luke xxii. 31, 32. Jefus 
faid to him, Satan hath defired to have you, that 
he may -fift you as wheat, i. e. feparate you from 
me, like as that grain is from the chaff, not to be 
united to me again. But he added, I have prayed 
for thee, that thy faith fail not, 1. e.. in producing 
2 final feparation from me; underftanding literally, 
that Satan defired to have Peter for the purpofe 
exprefied in the text, it is very natural to afk to 
whom it was communicated ? I prefume we cannot 
well fuppofe it was to Jefus, becaufe, prior to any | 
effect it could have upon Peter, Jefus had prayed 
for him that his faith might not fail him in the 
fenfe juft mentioned. If Satan’s defire was not di- 
vulged, it could operate only in himfelf; but if it 
excited him to fift Peter, yet his Lord’s praying for 
him would render his tempting him as ineffectual as 
what is related of his tempting Jefus; and if, as 
is generally believed, that Satan knows the thoughts 
and actions of men, he could not but know of 
Jefus’s interpofing in favor of his favorite difciple, 
and therefore that any ee upon him muft 
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That Peter’ s faith failed him to a great ‘Siete: 


js manifeft in the Evangelifts: but, in attending 
to what they have related as the apparent caufe, or 
occafion of it, we fhall plainly difcern it arofe from 


a different adverfary than Satan ; that is, from his 
‘own natural fear of being involved as a difciple of 


Jefus in the condemnation, &c. which he faw it 


was very probable would befall him from the ha- 
tred of the high priefts, 8c. againft him when he 


was prefent at his trial, and heard him accufed of - 


being a malefactor and ‘feditious perfon, and like- 


wife charged with having defigns againft Czefar’s 


government, by affuming to himfelf the title of 
King of the Jews, and himfelf arene accufed as 
an accomplice with Jefus. 

This view of the caufe of Peter’s faith failing 


hins, clearly explains and accounts for it as the ad-> 


-verfary or Satan that occafioned it. If Satan was 
the real caufe of his faith failing him, it muft be 


attributed to his exciting his fear left he fhould. 


fuffer with Jefus ; but-of this there is not the leaft 


intimation in either of the evangelifts, nor as it 


refpects he reft of the apoftles, who, as well as 
he, faid, they would not deny him even uhto 
death ; but it is plain their faith failed them as 
well as Peter’s. ‘That which is peculiar to him is, 
his thrice denying him at his trial, as is particu- 
larly related. And it is evident the evangelifts 
have not given the leaft hint that’ Satan ftirred up 


or tempted the high priefts, 8cc.-to aét the parr — 
did to Jefus, that occafioned: Peter's fear, and 
which led him to deny his Lord. The true and 


‘apparent caufes or occafions of the high priefts, 
&c. proceedings againft Jefus are clearly related 
_by the evangelifts, and which began to take place 
long before his trial; for prior to that time the 
Pharifees, | on feveral occafions attempted to 
take 
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parable, I think are plainly alluded to, and repre- 


( 26 ) 
fake him and put him to death, as is related in 
their writings. I may farther obferve, that in 
every text in which is related Jefus told his difcj- 

les, or Peter in particular, that they would deny 
im thro’ the weaknefs of their faith, alluding to 
the time when it took place ; he did not give them 
the leaft hint it would arife from the inftigation of | 
Satan on their mind, They could not have any 
real ground to believe this, becaufe, as | haye ob- 
ferved, there is not the leaft proof, either in the 
Old Teftament, or the words of Jefus, fo far as - 
we are capable of judging, from which they could 
know there was a fallen angel, or that he tempted 
frien to fin. 

Having. attempted to explain the paffages wherein 

are related Satan’s tempting Jefus and the two 
apoftles, | will crave the reader’s attention to what 
eur Lord faid in fome of his parables of the wicked 
one, Satan, or the Deyil, as tempting men; and 


the firft inftance is that of the fower who fowed 


the good feed in his field. Matt. xiii. Mark iv. 
Luke vii. of the feed that was fown by the high. 
way, he faid, When one heared the ward of the © 
kinedom and underftandeth itnot, or hath not an 
honeft and good heart, then cometh the wicked 
one and catcheth or taketh away that which was 
fown in his heart; or when they have heard, Satan’ 
¢eometh immediately and taketh away the word that 


‘was fown in their hearts. Satan’s tempting thefe per+ 


fons is reprefented to be his taking away the word 
ut of their heart; but not by his inftilling, or 
putting into it evil thoughts, or raifing in it evil 


defires. And it is unqueftionably certain, that the 


above account differs from all other inftances re+ 
lated in the New Teftament, where he is faid tg 
tempt men. ‘The perfons above defcribed- in the 
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fnted verles t 3, 14,1 as dull of hearing, hav- 
ing clofed their eyes, left at any time they fhould | 
fee with their eyes, atid hear with theit ears, and 
fhould underftand with their heaft, ahd fiould be 
converted, ahd I fhould heal them; which plainly 
accounts for the word that, was iown in their heatts 
not abiding theré. 
In the parable of the mani who made a 
fupper, Luke xiv. 15, &c. as fomewhat fimilar i 
our Lord’s intention with that juft confidered; he 
hath explicitly affigned other and différerit 
caufes why the perfons invited to it did hot accept 
= of the invitation than that of Satat’s tempting’ 
them: They are thefe, They all began to take 
excufe ; the "aft faid, I have bought a piece of 
ground, and I rtiuft needs go arid fee it; I ay 
thee have me excufed.— And another faid, T | 
five yoké of oxen, and I 86 to prove 3 
ray thee have me exctifed.—And anothe? faid, 
I married a wife, and thereforé I cannot cote. . 
) So the fervant came and fhewed his lord all thefé 
things. +=Thefé caufes why the word did not abide 
theit heart, are fimilar ‘With thofe Jefus affigned 
the feed that was fown on ftony ground, and 
on that where the thorns grew up and choaKed it, - 
viz. when tribulation aritech, becaufe of the word, 
and by and by they are offetided ; or the care of 
this world and the deceitfulnefs of. fiches, and the 
-Jufts of other things, and pleaftires of this life, 
enter in atid choak. the word, and he beareth no 
fruit, Thefe obvious and ufual occafions of temp- 
tation to the perfons reprefented in thefe parables, 
the people prefent could eafily underftand, and alfo 
apply it ufefully to themfelves; but they could not 
as it refpects the fecret ogy of Satan, or 


wie Devil, if 
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_ And, in the courfe of Jefus’s Miniftry, he men- 
tioned many other caufes why men did not receive 


the word than in thofe parables, as mutt be obvi- 
ous to every one who reads with attention his dif- 


-courfes to the peeple who attended him. Thus, 


when he faid to fome of the unbelieving Jews.— 


How can ye believe, which receive honour one of 


another, and feek not the honour that cometh from 


God only ? 
I will a fubjoin the following. texts, in which 


“he hath particularly mentioned feveral other evident 
_ caufes of men’s being tempted not to receive the 


word, that may be compared to thofe reprefented, 


by the highway, without giving the leaft intimation 
of the wicked one taking away the word out of 


their heart. Luke xii. 24. xiv. 25—35. 
_ But what juft or fatisfactory proof is there to be — 
given why it ought to be believed that Satan tempts — 
men by taking away the word out of the heart of 
thofe Jefus compared to the highway on which the 
feed was fown, left they fhould believe and be faved, 


-and yet not tempt or draw away thofe who have ; 


received the word with joy ; and where, fora time, — 
at promifed fair for bringing forth fruit? For it is 


undeniable, that Jefus did not attribute it to the 


temptation of Satan, but to other manifeft and com- 
mon temptations to men, which cannot but be ad- 
mitted, and which his hearers could eafily under- 


-ftand; but, I prefume, they could not, as it re- 


{petted Satan as a fallen angel, for reafons and 


’ proofs already offered. The adverfary to the fe- — 


veral perfons above reprefented, were the things of 
this world, fuch as Jefus mentioned, which too 
ftrongly operated upon the heart of fome of them, 
as reafons why the word didnot take any root in 
i ; or why they did not accept of the invitation ~ 
the 
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the fiipper ; and of others, who received it with joy, 
yet did not bring forth fruit to perfection; or, in 
the expreffive words of Jefus, reipeéting the man_ 
who: brought forth fruit, They had not an honeft 
and good heart. 

The conduct of the men, compared to oie feed 
-fown by the highway, is affectingly exemplified in 
what is related of the young man, Mark x. 17—27.. 
who afked Jefus what he fhould do to inherit eter- 
nal life? His riches, and the thought :of parting 
with them as a condition thereto; made him go away 
_ without receiving the leaft benefit from the deed 

Jefus fowed in his heart. , 

A parable fimilar with the foregoing: i is con~ 
tained in v. 24-——30. This Jefus explained to his 
difciples, v. 36—43. in which is contained thefe 
things; The field is the world, 1. e. all men, both 
Jews and Gentiles, as v. 41. ‘The feed fown repre- 
fents the children of the kingdom, i. e. his difci- 
ples, called the mghteous; v. 43, who are con- 
tradiftinguifhed from the: world, or the tares; or 
thofe who offend and do iniquity. ‘The tares are 
defcriptive of the latter perfons, and are called the 
children of the wicked ene, or the Devil, or the 
enemy who fowed tares among the wheat. The | 
former are the good ground, which brought forth 
good fruit. 

If we were to interpret our Lord’s words of the 
-tares, literally, as the children of the wicked one, 
or the Devil, it would lead us to conclude it was 
wholly owing to his temptations and their infiu- 
ence, in caufing them to offend and do iniquity, 
which cannot well be reconciled with, and ad- 
mitted, by thofe who pay a proper attention to 
what he hath faid of the caufes or occafions of 

men being. guilty of iniquity contained in thefe 
texts, Matt. xii. 34, Occ, xv. 18, xxili, &c. 
Luke 
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Luke’ xi. 34, &c. Mark vii. 5, &¢. Luke vi. 43, 


&c. John iii. 19, 20, 21. xii. 42, 43. In thefe 
paflages it is very apparent that he attributes the 
wickednefs, or iniquity of men to the influence 
which their different paffions and inordinate defires 
have on their mind in producing their criminal 
difpofitions and conduct, without giving the leaft . 
intimation to thofe he addreffed, that either or both © 
arofe from the temptations of the Devil, as an in- 
vifible apoftate fpirit. And fimilar with what he 
hath reprefented is that of the apoftle, Rom. 1. it. 


Hi. ¥i1. refpecting both Jews and Gentiles, who 


were all under fin, or they yielded their: members, 
inftruments of unrighteoufnefs unto fin. This Cor- 


_ yupt principle and conduét he calls the old tan; 


which is corrupt, according to the deceitful lufts. 
Contrafted with the old man which they had put 
off, 1s the new man, which after God is created in | 
righteoufnefs and true-holinefs. The apoftle per- 


_ fomifies fin as the old man; but no rational man 


can well believe that he intended a real perfon, 
and that they had actually put him off or expelled 
iim from them, but only that they had forfaken 


thote fins which he ftiles the old man. In like 


manner he is to be underftood of the new man 
they had put on. From our Lord’s words juft 
quoted, and thofe of the Apoftle, I think we may: | 
with an high degree of probability, at leaft con- — 
clude he did not intend a fallen angel, as the 
enemy, but the wicked conduct of ungodly men. 
“The obfervations made upon the foregoing paf- 
fages in Matthew, may poffibly affift us in explain- 
wig another. John vii. 44. Jefus faid to the Jews, 
ye are of your father the Devil, and the lufts of 


your father ye will do: he was a murderer from 


the Deginning, and abode not in the truth, becaufe 


there is no cruth in him, When he ipeaketh a lie, 
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he fpe aketh of his own, for he is a liar, and the fa- 
ther Po it, ‘In verfe 34, he faid, whofoever com-. 
-mitteth fin is the fervant of fin. In thefe words he 
perfonifies fin, calling it their mafter, and they his — 
fervants or flaves; in like manner as Paul repre- 
fents the Romans before their converfion. chap. vi. 
He then changes the perfon to that of father, faying, 
Ye do that which ye have feen with your father; 
or, ye do the deeds of your father, v. 41. As he 
hath perfonified fin as their mafter, and alfo their 
Siler, whofe deeds they did, from whence they 
became fervants of the forriaaie: or children of the 
latter, by imitation. It furely cannot be judged to be - 
offering violence to, or unjuftifiably ftraining the fenfe 
of the word Devil, to fuppofe by that word he per- 
fonified fin as their father, by doing his lufts, or 
deeds. I cannot well omit obferving, that when 
apoftle mentioned Eve’s tranfgreffion. 2. Cor, 
. he did not fay it was occafioned by the De- 
vil’ tempting her, but that it was by the fubtilty 
of the ferpent, asin Genefis. And it is undeniable — 
that there is not one text in the Bible in which men- 
tion is made of her being tempted by the Devils 
1.e. afallenangel. 
That by their father, v. 38, Jefus did not mean 
the Devil, v. 44. feems pretty plain, from his fay- — 
Ing, They did that which they had {een with their 
father. But, I prefume, there is no man that be- 
lievesthey had feen the deeds of the Devil as a 
murderer and a liar. When Jefus reprefents the 
te he was {peaking to as the children of the 
Devil, or that he was their father, he does not im- 
pute it to his fecret viles or inftigation in their hearts, 
no more than in verfes 38. 41. After a like man- 
ner of expeffion he faid to them, If ye were the — 
children of - Abraham. ye would do. the works of | 


| Abraham. — ‘But, I imagine, there is no man te 
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believes'he intended, that if they had done his works 


it would have been by the influence of his; fecret 


fuggeftions in their heart. But only that if they 
had heard and obeyed his word, like as Abraham 
did the Revelations which God made to him, they 


would have been his children. See Rom. iv. 11, _ 
70. 
_. Tothe Jews Jefus faid, Matt, xxi. 31. Ye are 


witnefies to yourfelves that ye are the children of 


them that killed the prophets. Or, as he faith, | 


Luke xi. 48. Truly ye bear witnefs that-ye allow 


_ the deeds ofyour fathers, for they indeed killed them, 


and ye build their fepulchres. But, I apprehend 
there is noman who believes that they were wit- 
nefies it was owing to the fecret inftigations or in- 
fluence which thofe wicked men had on their minds 
which led them to act the part he accufed them of ; 
but his meaning is as in the other pafiage, that their 
principles and conduct were fimilar with thofe mur- 


derers of the prophets, and which the Jews after- 
wards manifefted towards him, which he has de- 


{cribed in the parable. Matt. xxi. 33. 38.* 
I would 


* When in AGs xi. 9, 10, the Apoftle characterizes Bar- 
jus asa child of the Devil, perhaps it is not eafy to deter- 
mine whether he intended that of forcery alone, or included 
his other wicked principles and conduét he accufed him of ; 
or whether he attributes the latter as the effect of the for- 
mer. If he intended that firft mentioned, I prefume it 


will be attended with infuperable difficulty in explaining 


how or after what manner an invifible fpirit inftructed him 
in the art of forcery, and the praétice of it, fo as for him 
fo know that he received it from him. In the relation of 


the converfation which Peter had with Simon the forcerer, 


chap. viii. he doth not give the leaft hint either that he was 
taught the art by the Devil, or that what he faid to him of 
his heart not being right in the fight of God, and that he 


‘was in the gall of bitternefs, and in the bond of iniquity, 
. arofe from the influence or power the Devil had over him. 
Yet, as thefe two characters are confiderably fimilar, it is 
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"TF would further obferve, that as Jefus did not — 


in any of the foregoing texts explain to his apoftles 


or the Jews, his meaning of the word Satan, or 
the Devil, i. e. whether he was a fallen angel or 


not, they could not know he intended fuch a be- 
ing, for reafons I have before offered; and, it is 


remarkable, that the text in John vii. 44. is the 


only one in which he attributed the principle and 
conduct of the unbelieving Jews towards himfelf 
¢<o the Devil. For, in his numerous, fevere, and 


pointed reproofs of them, he afcribed it to their 
corrupt hearts and wicked conduct, which they 


had too long manifefted in their not keeping the 
law of God; or, as he tells them, had they be- 


lieved Mofes, they would have believed him}; 


but, as they did not, they withftood the united and 
inconteftible evidences he gave them, that he was 


the Son of God, and therefore they ought to obey 
his word. Muft it not, therefore, to an attentive 


fomewhat to be expeéted the A poftle would have attributed 
one or both to the fame Being as Paul has done; I may juft 


obferve, that in every account we have in the Old Tefta- 


ment of forcerers, and the kindred arts, there is not the - 
leaft intimation that they received the knowledge of either 


from the Devil, or after what manner to praétife them. 
_ If we fuppofe the Apoftle Paul ftiles Barjefus the Child 
of the Devil, on account of his being led or excited to com- 


git thofe fins he accufed him of, it may be replied that. 


there is not any thing fimilar with it contained in the Old 
‘Teflament, and yet thofe writings are the only authentic 
records from whence he could derive any knowledge of 
what he mentions as the effect of the power of the Devil 
on the heart or actions of men. But if we may conclude 


that by the words Thou Child of the Devil, the Apoftle 
intended only to exprefs the enormity and complication of 


his crimes as a forcerer and a very. wicked immoral man, it 


will remove all the difficulty by giving an eafy and rational 


folution of them. In like manner as I have fhewn in what 
the Apoftle John hath faid of Cain, that he was of that 


wicked, or, asin the preceding verfe, a Child of the Devil. 
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and unbiaffed reader, appear fomewhat difficult tobe. 


accounted for, that’ of thofe Jews only he has -attri~ 


buted their principle and conduct to the Devil; 
whereas, of all.others, who were equally corrupt 
and unbelieving, he did not even once tell any of 
them they were his children, in the common ac- 
‘ceptation of thofe words, eipecialls when they gave 
him as great o¢cafion for exprefling himéelf in as 
pointed a manner. Fo inftance only thofe Pha- 
silees who wickedly and foolifhly faid he caft out 
devils, i. ¢. demons, by Belzebub the Prince of 
Devils, i. ¢. demons. 
"As it is manifeft our Sayiour has perfonified the 
wicked Jews who killed the. ti eg as the caufe 
ef producing children like themfelves, i, ¢. the 
ews he foal to, who, it is certain, had not the 
ft influence in effecting it; why fhould it be 
judged incredible that he thould {peak after a like 
manner in his ufing the words “ose &c. The 
Apoftle, in the 6th chapter to the Romans, has 
fonified fin, as haying been their lord and ma- 
Rer, whom, before their converfion, they ferved, 


in fulfilling the defires of the fleth and of ie mind. 


But every intelligent perfon, without the leaft ob- 
jection, or difficulty, admits he is not to be under- 


fiood in a literal fenfe, but only as an expreffive 


figure, in which, in ftrong laneuage, he defcribes 
their former wicked principles and tibia as al 
in the 1ft chapter. 
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in the foregoing pages; confidered all the pia 


- fages in the Evangelifis, in which the wicked one, - 


&Sc.is faid to tempt men to fin; I will now at- 
‘tend to thofe in the AGs of thé Apofiles, and the 


| other parts of the New Tefament, of fimilar kins 


fo the Holy Ghoft, to keep back part of the price 
of thé land >—After telling him, in the néxt verte, 


it was in his own power ot choice to fell thé land. 


of not; and after he had fold it, to keep thé price 
of it, of put it into thé joint ftock, he charged 
him with conceiving what he had done, reba 
Why haft thou conceived this thing in thine heart 
Thou haft not lied unto méa, (in faying it was the 
whole given into the fund when it was but a part 
of it) but unto God. It may be faid that Petér’s 
words, v. 3, carry in them an affirmation that Ana- 
hias’s heart was filled by Satan, as the moving or 
éxciting caufe of his committing that fin. Alfo 


_ that the Apoftle really knew there was fuch a be- 


ing, and that he temps men to fin. To which I 
reply, that the Apoftle could not know either, from 
de Old Teftament ; ; and it is cértain theré is not 
any account in the Evangelifts, that Jefus made 
any difcovery of either to the Apoftle, or other 
of them. And it is indifputably true, that he 
could not know either, by the light of his natural 
réafon ; befides, his attributing the fin to Satan, 
in the fenfe commonly underftood, is not con- 
2 


ND the firft that is related in the A&s, is 
chap. v 3> 45 9, concerning Ananias, to him 
Peter faid, Why hath Satan filled thiné heart to lie 


* 
‘ 


> 

“ = 
¢ 
7 
4 

¥ 
« 
« 
% 
> 
. 2 
A 
a 
* 
4 
Wa 
a 
* 


3% 


fifttent with what he faid to Ananias and his wife. 
To the former, Why haft thou conceived this’ 
thing in thine heart; thou haft not lied unto men, © 
but unto Ged.—To the latter, How 1s it that we 
have agreed together to tempt the fpirit of the 
Lord? In which he plainly attributes the primary 
moving caufe to arife in their own breafts, and in 
contrivinge how they might put it in practice. 
Peter’s words therefore may be thought to create 
fome difficulty i in determining whether he imputes 
Ananias’s heart, being filled by Satan, or that the 
firft rife of it was in himfelf, in conceiving the 
~ ‘thing: for, if Peter believed it was primarily ow- 
ing to the former, it could not be to the latter 
but only in a fecondary fenfe ; and had the Apoftle 
known this to be the true ftate of the cafe, one- 
would naturally conclude he would in one or both 
the latter addrefies to him, have in that manner 
reprefented it: but, it is certain, from his own 
words, he hath not. From the whole relation of 
this fingular tranfaction, it appears to me, that the 
primary excitement in the heart of Ananias, to 
contrive and put in execution what is related of 
him, arofe from his own coveteous mind, which | 
fuggefted to him the thought of keeping back part 
oft the price of the land, under the deluding hope, 
that could he fucceed in concealing the tranfaction 
from the Apoftle and others, he might receive 
from the joint ftock a greater income than he had 
any right to; and alfo keep part of it for his own 
ufe; as. may appear probable from chap. ii. 44, 
45. 1V. 32, 34, 35. and vi. 5, 2, 3. But their 
deceitful and criminal conduct was not only de- 
tected, but alfo punifhed of God, in a very fignal - 
and exemplary manner, as a folemmn and affecting 
warning to other difeiples, to avoid the like deceit- or, 
aol and wicked conduct. | 
That, 
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That, by the word Satan, Peter did.not intend 
a fallen angel, is to me undeniable from what I 
have obferved of the entire filence in the Old 
Teftament, of fuch a being, or his tempting men 
to fin, by his infufing evil thoughts into the mind ; 
and that fo far as we know, Jefus did not inform 
his Apoftles of it. It follows therefore, that Ana- 
nias ‘onld not underftand or believe that by the 
word Satan Peter intended fuch a being. Neither 
could Peter, fo far as we know, have any real evi- 
dence on which to believe his heart was filled by 
him as the exciting caufe of his doing what he did; 
or Ananias have any inward perception or con- 
{cioufnefs of it. And, it hath been obferved, that 
Peter imputes Ananias’s fin to his conceiving the 
thing in his heart, and that he and his wife had 
agreed together i inthat act. 

When, in 2 Cor. xi. 14. the Apoftle faith, Satan 
himfelf is transformed into an angel of light, I think 
he cannot well be underftood to mean into one like 
an holy angel, it having no conneétion or coinci- 
dence with v. 13, 15. and therefore moft probably 
he meansan apoftle of light, i, e. himfelf. See Gal. 

iv. 14. But then this transformation muft be in a 
_vifible character, as a teacher of his tenets, or 
doétrines, or an invifible transformation. If we 
-fuppofe the former to be his meaning it will be at- 
tended with very great, if not with infuperable dif- 
ficulties, to account for; there not being the leaft. 
hint, much lefs an inftance of it related in the 
New Teftament. If we fuppofe the Apoftle means 
the latter, it will, I prefume, be attended with 
equal difficulties. For, it is natural’ to afk, how, 
or by what means could his minifters come at the 
knowledge of this, or receive their doétrine, or 
any explicit direction or authority, as from him, or 
act as his minifters, 
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the firtt Epiftle chapter 6. the ori-~ 
ginal word is fanflated I have—in a figure ¢rans- 


Jerred—to mylelf, and Apollos—or rather to him- 


felf ofily ; that is, I have contradiftinguifhed, or 
mytelf and Apollos with the falfe apoftleés, 
for your fakes,, that as we always have atted as 
the ftewards or fervants of Chrift only, and not 
made the leaft claim of headfhip over you, as 
though you were our difciples. (See chap. 1. 
y2—15.)} ye might learn, by our example, not to 
think of men, i.e. the falfe apoftles, your leaders, 


_above that which- is written, and therefore not be 


ffed up for one again{ft another. In this contrait 
of himfelf with the falfe apoftles, he is not to be 
underftood to admit their having the leaft claim to 
be the apoftles of Chrift any more than Satan, 
whom, -he fays, is transformed into an angel of 


fight, i. e. an apoftle of Chrift. 


To the foregoing confiderations I may add, that 
when. the Apoltles 1 in his 1 Epiftle i. ii. contrafts © 
the tenets or doctrines of the falfe apoftles with the 
revelations of the {pi irit of God made to him,: or 
the wifdom of God in the gofpel, which he had 
taught the Corinthians; he calls their wifdom the 
wifdom of the wife, the wifdom of men, and the 
wifdom and fpirit of men, and the wifdom and 
fpirit of the world, or of the Princes of this world ; 
but he hath not given the leaft hint that it was the 
Witdomn or doctrine of Satan, which had he be- 
lived, it is natural to conclude he would have 
mentioned it, as a very ftrong argument why they 


Ought to renounce it, and the falfe apoftles as his 


minifters; but of thefe things he is entirely filent. 

I will hazard a conjecture, and fuch I offer it, on. 
y. 14, which, if admitted feems to obviate the dif- _ 
ficulties above-mentioned, whith is this, that one~ 
of the falfe apoftles, on (ome account, perhaps as a 
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Jew, chap i. 23. 2 Fpiftle xi. 22, 235 was head 
or chief among them, and on that account put 


himfelf upon an equality, in his apoftolic charatter,:. 


with Paul, and that the others acted at leaft in a 
meafure, if not wholly by his inftruction and au- 
thority, and with him were deceitful workers trans- 


forming themfelves into the apoftles and minifters 


of Chritt. 


The Apoftles ftiling him Satan, or an adverfary, 


i.e. to him and his. doétrine, is not much unlike 


what Jefus faid of Peter, that he was Satan and of 


Judas, that he is adevil. 

_ When the Apoftle, addreffing himfelf to the 
Ephefians, Acts xx. 29. 30, faith, that after his 
departure, fhall grievous wolves enter in among 
you, not fparing the flock, alfo of your. own 
Fives, fhall men arife, {peaking perverfe things to 
draw away difciples after them, as was the conduét 
_of thofe falfe apoftles at Corinth; he doth not give 
them the leaft hint that any of them would be the 
minifters of Satan. And when our Saviour foretold 


that falfe teachers, or prophets, would arife and de- - 


ceive many by their doctrine, he did not give the 
leaft intimation of their being the agents of Satan, 


or that they would receive his tenets, or act by his 


authority. 
The Apoftle faith to the Ephefians, chap. ii. 2, 


That in times paft ye walked according to the 


courfe of this world, according to the prince of the 
ower of the air, the fpirit that now worketh in 
the children of difobedience, among whom alfa 


we all had our converfation in times paft in the _ 


lufts of the flefh and of the mind. 

_ Wheover reads Romans i, ii, iii, will plainly ob- 

ferve the Apoftle hath given a particular and large 

_reprefentation of the principles and conduét of the 
Heathens, and in general Be, whence they arofe ; 
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but it.is certain he hath not attributed either to the 
temptations of Satan, but to the courfe of this 
world, or the examples of thofe they lived amongtt, 

and from whom they learned them, by which they 
fulfilled the defires of the mind, &c. 

And the Apoftle’s reprefentation of the princi- 
ples and conduct of the Roman Chriftians before 
their converfion, as chap. vi. perfectly correfponds 
with the above chapters. See alfo Ephef. iv. 17— 
22. Col. iii. s—g. May we not therefore, with 
great probability, at leaft, if not with an abfolute 
certainty, conclude, that by the Prince of the power 
of the air, the fpirit that worked in the children of 
difobedience, the Apoftle did not mean a fallen 
angel, but their own corrupt and wicked defires 
and principles; befides, it fhould be remembered 
it hath been fhewed that there is not any account 


in the Old Teftament, of a fallen angel, and there- 
fore that neither Paul nor thofe Chriftians could’ 


know there was fuch a being, and that he tempted 
them to fulfil the defires of the mind, &c. 

Another text I will offer to the reader’s confi- 
deration is Ephef. vi. 11, Put on the whole armour 


of God, that ye may be able to ftand again{t the | 


wiles of the Devil. 

Whoever believes that thefe Chriftians under- 
ftood the Apoftle, by the word Devil, to mean a 
fallen angel, and that they ought to ftand againtt 
his wiles, left they fhould fail in acting agreeable 
to their Chriftian profeffion,—it will be natural to 


afk him from what unqueftionable records or proofs 


they received the knowledge of each? That they 
did not, nor could receive it from the Old Tef- 
tament, hath been made evident in the preceding 
pages. Alfo there is not the leaft trace in the 


Evangelifts that Jefus. revealed either to his difci- 


ples ; ; and it is a certain truth that they could not 
know 
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know them from the light of nature, confequently | 
they could not underftand the Apoftle in the fenfe 
generally embraced by men at this day. But if by 
the word Devil, the Apoftle meant an adverfary 
they were well acquainted with, it muft mean men 
only who were their adverfaries; and this appears 
to me evident from the next verfe and verfe 16. 
Compare Matt. x. 18. Mark xiii. 9, 12, 13, which 


perfectly accord with every expreffion of Jefus, in : 
which he foretold to his difciples who would be — 


their adverfaries. See 1 Thefff iii. 3, 4, 5. And 


whoever reads Luke’s Hiftory of the Aéts, and 
Paul’s writings, will plainly difcern that it was fuch 
the Chriftians are exhorted to ftand. againit their 
wiles. 

Befides, I may add, if they ftood againft, or re- 
fifted the wiles of ‘an invifible fpirit, which affected 
their minds as a temptation, they muft not only 
evidently perceive its operation and influence on 
their mind, but alfo diftinguifh thofe wiles from 
other excitements of temptation, arifing- either 
within themfelves or from the impreffion of ex- 
ternal caufes. But I am fully convinced that there 
are no proofs or facts in Scripture to evince that 
they or any others did make fuch a diftiné@tion be- 


tween them ; and yet if they did not, I leave it to 


the confideration of the impartial enquirer to explain 
clearly the means by which they could really 
know what were his wiles, and alfo when they 
ftood againft or refifted them. It is upon their 
being able to make this diftinction that they could 


_difcern and form a true judgment of the propriety 


and applicablenefs of the Apoftle’s exhortation to 


mem. 
The foregoing obfervations, I apprehend, may 


tend to explain our Lord’s words to Paul, Acts 


XXV1, I 8. that he fent him to the Gentiles to turn 
G them 
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( 42 ) 
them from darknefs to light, and from the power 
of Satan, unto God. See v. 20. I fhould think 
it can hardly be doubted, that by the Gentiles be- 
ing in darknefs, and in Yhe power of Satan, are 
defined to exprefs the fame thing, and not that 
the former was the effect of the power of the Iat- 
ter. _ After a like manner I prefume we are to 
underftand the words turned to light, or unto God, 
are expreffive of the fame ftate, i. e. their conver- — 
fion to the gofpel. Ephef. iv. 202—24. Now, 
what the ftate of darknefs is, or the fins intended, 
we learn from Rom. xiil. 12, 13, 14. ‘The Apoftle, 
writing to the Gentile Coloffians, ufeth expreffions - 
wee equivalent with thofe we are confidering, 

Who hath delivered us from the power of 
and hath. tranflated us into the kingdom 
of his dear Son. What he intends by their 

ing been in the power of darknels, i. e. their for- 
mer fins, is plain from 111. 1—8. and Ephef. iv. 
v. 8, 11, 12. 
_, Another text, fomewhat with that in 
Ephefians ii. 2. already confidered, is what the 
Ko ftle faith, 2 Cor. iv. 4. In whom the God of | 
che world hath blinded a: minds of them that 
believe not, left the light of the glorious gofpel of 
-Chrift, who is the image of God, fhould fhine unto 
them.” By comparing thefe words with chapter 
the 


4 


-* Sir Edward Knatchbull in his Annotations, renders the 
words underconfideration thus :—‘‘ If our gofpel be hid, itis | 
hidamong thofe that are loft; among whom God hath blinded 
the minds of the unbelievers of this age, left the light of the 
glorious gofpel of Chrift fhould fhine unto them (that is fo 

_ fhine) as that they fhould fee and underftand, » See Rom, 
xi. 3, &c.-2, Thef. 11, 10, 11, 12. . 

If the Apoltle alluded to Ifaiah vi. 8, Bowl it is ‘plain that 
their and not anderfanding, is reprefented 
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the 3d, and particularly with verfes 13, 14, 15, it 
appears very plain to me, that he {pake of the un- 
believing Jews refpecting their blindnefs of ‘mind, 
i. ¢. they did not fee the true defigm and end of the 
law as centering in Chrift, no more than the HIf- 
raelites faw the face of Mofes when he covered it- 
That by the God of this world, the 
.tntend Satan, and-that he -was the teal 
caufe of the blindnefS of mind of the Jews, is plain 


‘to me from his own account of it in thefe texts. 


Rom. 1X. 31, 32, 33- I—4. XI. rCor, 
i, 22, 23. See alfor Pet. i. 7, 8, John ix. 39, 40, 
41. Matt. xitl. 13, 14, 15. And the Apoftle him- 
felf was a remarkable inftance of that blindnefs of 
mind, or his ignorance in unbelief, which he im- 
puted to the Jews. But, F judge, will appear 
evident to every one who is converfant in his wri- 


tings, that he hath not even once attributed ir to 


Satan as the god of this world, but to other caufes, 
as manifeft faéts, from whence it arofe. 1 Fim. i. 
13. Neither hath Jefus, nor the Evangelifts, in 
any one text, afcribed the blindnefs of mind of — 
the Jews, to the God of this world, 1. e. to Satan ; 
but to very different ones that are plainly related in 
their writings, and’ therefore are eafily difcerned 


- and admitted by every impartial reader. 


as from God, who fent him to deliver that meffage to them: 
For though it is faid in John xii 39, 40, Therefore they 
(that is the Jews, to whom Jefus addreffed himfelf) 


could not believe, becaufe that Efaias faid again, &c. Yee 


I prefume it cannot reafonably be believed that the prophet 
of himfelf was able to effe&t what is mentioned. | ; 

‘The true reafon or caufe of their hearing and not. under- 
ftanding, &c. was their wicked principles and: conduét, as 
appears. plain from Ifaiah chap. 1. fer. v. 21. Ezek. xii. 2, 


And in a like fenfe is Paul to be underftood, Aés xxviii. 
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. The Apoftle Peter, in his 1ft epiftle, v. 8, 9, 10, 
faith, Be fober, be vigilant, becaufe your adverfary 


the Devil, as a roaring lion, walketh about feeking | 
whom he may devour, whom refiit ftedfaft in the 


faith, knowing that the fame afflictions are accom- 


plifhed in your brethren that are in the world. But 
the God of all grace, who hath called us to his 
eternal kingdom, by Jefus Chriftfter that ye 


have fuffered a while, (1. e. under thofe afflictions) 
make you perfect, eftablifh, ftrengthen, fettle you. 


This reprefentation of the Devil, or adverfary 


(they are exhorted to refift) in his eagernefs after, 


and devouring his prey, or whom he may, is ma- 
nifeftly taken from the lion’s ravenous fiercenefs 
after his prey; and when he has feized it, his de- 
youring it. And whoever reads the follo wing 
texts, befides many more, will plainly difcern it 
fully exemplified in the perfecutors of the difciples | 
of Telus, efpecially by the unbelieving Jews, in 
their ravenous fpirit and conduct towards them. 
Acts viii. 13, 21. Gal. 1. 13. Acts xiil. 44, 45, 50. 
mvt. 5, G6, 7, 33. 27—31. 21, 22, 23. 
Kxill. 12, 8c. 1 Cor. x1. 24, 25. Butthe Apoftle’s 
reprefentation dies not equally, if at all, apply to 
the conduct of the Devil, who, by moft men, is 
fuppofed to attack men by his fecret or impercep- 
tible devices, or inftigations on their mind or heart. 
Even his tempting Jefus, as it is related, doth not 
accord with Peter’s reprefentation. 

I think it is natural to fuppofe, that the afflic- 
tions which thefe Chriftians endured, and were ac- 
complifhed, alfo in their brethren that were in the 


world, from the fame kind of adverfary, are the 


perfecutions the Apoftle mentions more at large, 
chap. iii. 12-19. If this is admitted, as moft 


probable, we cannot well fail in underftanding 
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him to mean the adverfary that perfecuted them. 
Perhaps to this will be objected his exhorting them 
to refift the adverfary as though he intended a per- 
-fonal refiftance. But to this it may be replied, in 
his own words; it.was by being ftedfaft in the 
faith, i. e. by an inflexible adherence to their pro- 
feffion as Chriftians.. There are two texts in 
which the fame origing] word séccurs, that may 
ferve to illuftrate and confirm this to be his mean- 
ing. Our Saviour told. his Apoftles, Luke xxi. 15, 
I will give you a mouth and wifdom, which all 
your adverfaries fhall not be able to refift. This 
was exemplified in Stephen, Acts vi. 9. 10. The 


unbelieving Jews were not able fo reff the wif- 


dom and the fpirit by which he fpake to them. 


In this cafe there was refifting on both fides; on — 


his it was by the wifdom and the {pirit. 

‘To thofe Peter wrote to there was no difficulty 
in their knowing what were their own affiictions 
and thofe.of their brethren that were in the world, 
but there feems to me a very confiderable one at- 
tending their knowing what they were, if under- 


ftood, of the wiles or devices of an invifible ipirit 


on their hearts or minds. 


Should it be faid that the Devil ftirred up or 


excited their enemies to perfecute them, and in that 
fenfe he exhorted them to refift him; I anfwer, 
that in the many texts in the Evangelifts in which 
Jefus declared to his apoftles and difciples what it 
was that would ftir up their enemies to perfecute 
them, he has not even once attributed it to the 
Devil. Neither hath Luke, in his Hiftory of the 
Apoftles, in defcribing the perfecutions they met 
with, even in one text, attributed it to him. In- 
-ftead of this, Jefus and that hiftorian have afcribed 
jt to other and very different caufes that are therein 
| and very much becaufe they = 
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his -difciples; or, as he faid, If they perfecute me; 
they will alfo perfecute you. 
There is one text in the 1 Epiftle to the. Theffa- 
lonians, that,'f judge, will illuftrate and confirm — 
the foregoing explication of that under confidera- 
tion, 8 ii. £8. Wherefore we would have come 
unto: you (even I, Paul) once and again, but Satan 
bindered. us. In looking into Acts xvii. it appears, 
that after he had converted many of the Thefialo- 
nians to the faith of Chrift, or that they had obeyed 
the gofpel he preached to them, the unbelieving 
Jews feeing his fuccefs, ftirred up the bafer fort of 
the people, and raifed fo great a perfecution againft 1g 
him; and the mew converts, that the brethren | 
Judged it expedient to fend away Paul by night, 
fecret manner, who went to Berea, where, “for 
 fome time, he preached the gofpel, and converted | 
many of them. Upon thofe Jews at Thefialonica, 
hearing of this, they came there alfo, and acted 
after a like manner ; upon which account the bre- 
thiren fent Paul away to Athens, fome of whom ac- _ 
mpanied him, but ‘Timothy and Silas continued : 
behind.. In this ftate of things the Apoftle left his 
new converts at Theffalonica, at which his mind 
was fo uneafy, that when Timothy came to him at 
Athens, he fent him back to them, that he might 
comfort and eftablifh them in their faith under 
their perfecutions ; 3; who, on his return to Corinth, 
Acts xvi. 5. brought him a moft agreeable ac- 
count of their ftedfaftnefs in the faith. Ona view 
_ of this fate of things, there feems to be great diffi- 
culty. in judging who: the Satan, or adverfary is, 
that Lieedraed him from returning to them, as he 
had more: than once wifhed to do, namely, the 
periecuung Jews, 
"Phat which. adds fome force to this explication, 
what he fays, ili, b For, — 
when 
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( 47) 
when ‘we were with you we told you before;, that 
we fhould fuffer tribulation, even as it came-to pafs, 
and ye know, for this caufe, when I could no 
longer forbear, I fent to know your faith, left, by 
-fome means, the tempter having tempted you, and 
our labour be in vain, &c. The tempter likely to 
tempt them, appears evident from the context, ine. 
the perfecuting Jews, by whom they. tudfered tri- 
bulation, as well as himfelf.. _ 

_ The Apoftle James, in chap. iv. 7. faith, refitt 
the Devil, and he will flee from you. In verfes 
6, he tells them, The fpirit, or temper that 
dwells in fome. of them, lufteth to envy. ; But to 
thofe who endeavoured to govern it, hé affures 
them for their encouragement, that God giveth 
more grace, but he refifteth the proud and envious, 
but giveth grace unto the humble. And then he 
very juftly exhorts them to fubmit themfelves to 
God, i.e. to his grace; refift the Devil atid he 
will flee from you. Draw nigh to God, and he will 
draw nich to you. If, by their refitting the Devil, © 
the Apoftle means the fpirit of pride and envy exe . 
cited or ftirred up'in them by him; or that by his 
fecret influence he f{trengthened it, than for the 
erfons to judge of the propriety and juftnefs of 
his exhortation, they muft have clear evidence by 
which they could know it was really produced or 
wrought in them by the.Devil, unlefs the Apoftle 
and the perfons believed it never exifted in the 
minds of men, but from that caufe alone; which, 
I prefume, no one will attempt to prove, much. 
leis effect it. For if it is allowed, as furely it will, 
that the fpirit of pride. may be, and is-often pro- 
duced in the mind of man, from very different 
caufes, both internal as well as external. © If this is 
allowed, then the perfon in whom it dwells, mutt, 

as was obferved, have a. real inward perception, or 
evidence, 
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evidence, by whieh he can and actually did diftini: 
euifh its arifing from the excitation or influence of 
the Devil, and not from other and very different 
caufes, otherwi he would not have been able to 
know, with any real certainty, it arofe from him. 
For if he is incapable of making that diftin¢tion, 
certainly cannot know whether he refifts the 
Devil, or any internal or outward well known 
caufe, or caufes, from whence that fpirit lufting in 
him; may be, or is produced; and when not re- 
fitted, thews itfelf in envy to others. 
And, I perfuade myfelf, there is not now any ra- 
tional man who believes that Satan does tempt 
men to be proud, or envious, that can make that 
diftinction, or difcrimination between that which 
is excited in him by Satan, and what arifes from 
his natural paffion not duly governed, and from © ) | 
whence he is drawn into fin. This pride and envy 
the Apoftle fpeaks of, feems, from the context, to 
be the sliverkeay they were to refift, and concern- > 
ing which they were competent judges ; but, I { 
apprehend, they were not, as it refpected an in- 
vifible {pirit. Indeed, did it appear that the facred 
writers have always, or very generally attributed 
pride, or the ufual effect of it, envy, to the fecret 
inftigation of the Devil, as a fallen angel, there 
_would be fome reafon to believe that the Apoftle 
intended him in the text under confideration ; but, 
I prefume, it will not be found thus reprefented in 
Ty any of thofe writings. 
tf _ Similar with the Apoftle’s words; are thofe of 
 ~Paul, Ephef. iv. 29, 27, Be ye angry and fin not ; 
) let not the fun go down upon your wrath, neither 
give place tothe Devil. The above 
I judge, will apply equally to thefe words, becaufe 
no one can_really diftinguifh between anger and its 


effects, as — from any external caufe, affecting 
that 
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that paffion, and what may be effected in him by 
the influence of an invifible fpirit. 


In chap. 1. 14, 15, the Apoftle hath given a very oe 


plain account of what are the inward natural caufes 
in every man, of his being tempted, i. e. when he 
is drawn away of his own luft, and enticed. Then 


when luft hath conceived, it bringeth forth fin. ¥M «29726, 


This is fo entirely correfpondent to the natural and 
univerfal experience of every man, that I fhould 
judge it will be admitted is not only juftly founded, 
but fo far as men really know what paffes within 
themfelves, is the original, inward, and true caufe 
of their being tempted to fin. 

The Apoftle John, in his 1 Epittle it 8. 10, 
faith, He that committeth fin is of the Devil, for 
the Devil finneth from the beginning. For this 
purpofe the Son of God was manifefted that he 
might deftroy the works of the Devil. In this the 
children of God are manifeft, and the children of 
the Devil. Whoever doth not righteoufnefs is 
- not of God, neither he that Joveth not his bro= 
ther. Underftanding: thefe words literally and. 
without limitation, and comparing them with chap. 
v. 18, 19, fome may be ready to fuppofe he be- 
lieved and has afferted, that every wicked action 
men commit, originates from the influence or de- 
vices of the Devil in their heart, and that Jefus 
was fent to deftroy his power in them, or his work 
manifeft in their conduét. - 

The Apoftle faith of Cain, verfe 12 , he was of 
that wicked one, or one of the children of the 
Devil; as v. 10. who flew his brother, or did not 
Jove him, and wherefore flew he him, becaufe his 
own works were evil, and his: brother’s righteous. 
_.Thefe words may affift us in explaining thofe un- 
der confideration, and the laft cited text; for he 
—himfelf has here affigned the real and true caufe 
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frorn whence Cain was excited to commit that 


fell. Die whom the Lord fai, Why are 


C ) 


wicked action. And this perfectly agrees with 
‘. what is related in Gen. av. 4, &c. where it is faid, 
» The Lord had refpect unto Abel, and to his offer- 


Bh, ings but unto Cain and his offering he had not 


, and Cain was very wrath, and his coun- 


thou wrath, and why is thy countenance fallen? If 
thou doft well fhalt thou not be accepted; and if 


doft not well, din licth at the door, Under 
this ftate of Cain’s mind, and his fuffering his wrath 


to overcome his reafon, and his not being influ- 
enced by what the Lord faid to him, it is manifeft 
he was excited to kill his brother; or, in the words 
of the Apoftic James, juft cited, He was tempted 


being drawn away by his own luft, and enticed 5 


and when iuft had conceived, it brought forth fin. 
In the above chapter it is indifputable that there ts 
not the leaft intimation of Cain’s being tempted 
to that aéiion by the inftigation of the Devil, 
as a fallen angel, as was noted. The Apoftle 
hath affigned the true caufe of his flaying his 
brother, which coincides with what is related in 
Genefis. Seeing then he fpeaks of Cain as of that 
wicked one, or one of the children of the Devil, 
though it doth in the laft appear from Genefis, nor 
his own words, that he was excited to it by him, 
but by his own wrath againft his brother. ” Why 
fhould it be believed he attributes his fin, or that 
of all other men, to the wicked one, or the Devil. 
By either of thofe words one would therefore ra- 
ther be led to belive the Apoftle intends an adver. 
fary like as was that to Cain, 1. e. mens unfubdued 
paffions, or defires; and on that account he calls 
them the children of the Devil, or of the wicked 
one; and from mens having been influenced there- 
by, the world laid in wickednefs, correfpondent 
| to 
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tay 
to which the Apoftle {peaks of the Gentile worl 
Ephef. v. 6. Col. iii. 6. That they were the chil. 


dred of difobedience. Or to the Thefialonians, 


they were children of the night, and of darknefs ; 
or, in our Lord’s words to the unbelievitio Jews, 
That they were the children of thofe men who in 
ages paft killed the prophets. Compare whar hath 
been obferved with Ronty. vi. in which chapter the 
Apoftle attributes the wickednefS of the Heather 


world to a like adverfary that led Cain to flay his 


brother, i. ¢. they yielded their members or paf= 


fions as inftrurnents of unrightéoufnefs unto: fin ; 
or by obeying the lufts of their mortal body, fir 
reigned in and over them: ‘To refornr men from 
their fins which arofé from thofe caufes, as their 
adverfary was one of the primary efds’ and pur= 
pofes for which the Son of God was manifefted 
that he might deftroy thofe: works; of, in the 


words of the Apoftle John, the works of the 


Devil. 

That which wilk much iloftrate what have 
_ obferved, are the exhortations of the Apoftle Pauf 
to thofe in whom Chrift, by his’ minifters, had 


deftroyed their wicked works. And the whole of - 


it is comprehended! in the laft cited'chapter. To 
“whom he faith, Let not fin reign in your: mortal 


body, that ye fhould obey it in the lufts thereof, 


and add, Ephef. vy. 25, 26, 27. iv. 1729. 
~ In further fupport and illuftratiom of the fore- 
going fcripture proofs and obfervations, fhewing 
it is at leaft highly probable, if not abfolutely cer- 
tain,, that the paflages I have quoted, ate not to be 
underftood, in the common acceptation, - of the real 
éxiftence of a fallen angel, and that he tempts men 
to fin, E will offer what the Apoftle faith, Gail iv. 
17, Rom. vii. 21, 22; 23, compared with: vi. 
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In chap. vil. he clearly defcribes- the 
- Jews as finners under the law, wherein it is ex- 
ceeding evident to me, he reprefents the inward 
man as confifting of two parts ; one is, his reafon 
and confcience ; the other, his feveral paffions and 
appetites. ‘Ihe former are appointed by the Au- 
thor of his being, to rule or govern the latter; 
and when they are not under its direction and con- 
trol, they move and excite him to finful actions, in 
oppofition to his reafon and confcience. . And he 
as plainly defcribes the inward ftruggle, or conflict 
between them; one as the law of his mind, and the 
other the law of his members; and that when the 
latter prevails over the former, he is brought into 
captivity to fin; or, in his own words, I find then 
a law, that when I would do good, evil is prefent 
with me; or, I fee a law in my members warring 
againit the law of my mind, and bringing me into 
Captivity to the law of fin, which is in my mem- 
bers; or, as he exprefies it in other words in the 
Galatians, The flefh lufteth againft the fpirit, and 
the fpirit againft the flefh ; and thefe are contrary 
the one to the other, fo that ye do not the things 
that ye would. The lufts of the flefh are parti- 
cularly mentioned, Rom.:i, 19, &c. Gal. v. 19, 
I cannot avoid particularly obferving, that in the 
fore-cited chapters the Apoftle hath not even hinted — 
that the members of the man who is captivated by 
fin, is excited or ftirred up, or brought into that 
ftate by Satan, but entirely by his own ungoverned 
Jufts, or inordinate defires warring againft the law 
of his mind. And yet, I fhould think, it will be 
allowed to be natural to expect he would have 
mentioned this with the other caules of it, efpe- 
cially confidering what he has particularly faid upon 
that fubject, had he been of the fame opinion with 
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moft men at this day, who attribute almot; if not 

all the fins which men commit, to the devices of Ty 

Satan, 

I fhall here fubjoin Mr. Farmer’s explication of i) 

fome texts where the words Devil and Satan occur, = 

and I will here produce feveral paffages from the “= 

New Teftament :—Have not I (faith Chrift) cho- Sa 

fen you twelve, and one of you is a Devil?—He — ‘a 

here refers to the traitor, who was not the chief Pa 

of fallen angels, but one who acted the part of an 7. 

enemy in betraying his mafter. Neither give - ‘a 

place to the Devil; that is, give no occafion to the ig 

_ railer or flanderer to reproach your religion ; which i} 
is the fenfe given of this paffage by Erafmus and ig 
others. A Bifhop muft not be a novice, or a new ig 

| convert, left, being lifted up with pride, he falls ie 

) into the condemnation of the Devil, or calumnia- | | \ J 
tor. Moreover he muft have a good report of oe 

them that are without, left he fhould fall into re- iid 


| proach, and the fnare of the Devil, or the adver- 
| i fary and the flanderer. It is hard to fay what pe- 
? culiar advantage the Devil might derive from a 
Bifhop’s want of a good report of them that are 
without; but it is ealy to fee that this would 
pofe him to the cenfure and to the ftratagems of 
the enemies of religion, who might try to fhame 
him out of thofe principles, which ferved only to 
reproach and condemn him. ‘The term Devil, is 
ufed in the plural number, i in the New Teftament, 
juft as Satan is in the Old; when it cannot refer 
to fallen angels. St. Paul, in two of his epiftles, 
forbids women to be Devils, rendered flanderers, 
and falfe accufers. 1 Tim. ui. 11. Titus u. 3. In 
this fenfe it is ufed of men, 2 Tim, lil. 3, and ren- 
dered falfe accufers. 
In the 1 Epiftle to the Corinthians, chap. v. 5, 


are thefe words refpecting the inceftuous 
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of that congregation:—To deliver fach an one 
unto Satan for the deftruéction of the flefh, that the 


{pirit may be faved in the day of the Lord Je fie i 
“To an attentive and unbiaffed man who reads 


thefe words and the context, I believe he will find 


it extremely difficult to form a juft conception in 
what fenfe the perfon was to be delivered unto, or 
put in the power of Satan, if underftood to be an 
mnvifible fpirit, efpecially to anfwer the end there 
mentioned ; for it cannot confiftent with reafon be 
fuppofed, much lefs believed, that a malevolent 
fpirit, being the avowed enemy of man, as is ge- 
nerally believed he is, would exert his power over 
him, to effect that falutary end; but on the con- 
trary, try his utmoft to continue his impenitence 
perpetual, that he might not be faved. If we may 
be permitted to fuppofe, that by his being delivered 
unto Satan, means not only his being feparated frort 
the congregation, equally as he was before his con- 
verfion ; but alfo excluded from the benefits he en- 


joyed as a member of Chrift’s body; and that thts — 


would have a very probable tendency to bring him 
to a true fenfe of his crime, that he might be faved. 
It will, I prefume, be the moft natural and rational 
explication of the Apoftle’s general meaning, and 
which feems to be confirmed from the effect it 
produced, as mentioned by him, 2 Ephef, i. 5, 
&c. vii. 12. 
_ Somewhat fimilar to the inceftuous Corinthian 
being delivered unto Satan, &c. is what the Apoftle 
mentions, 1 Tim. iil: 20, of his conduct towards 
Fflymencus and Alexander, whom he had delivered 
unto Satan, that they might learn not to blafpheme. 
But can any rational man really believe, that if 
they had been delivered into the power of a malig- 
nant fpirit, the fuppoféd enemy of man, that he 
would have exerted it to reform them from their 
wicked 
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wicked conduét, that, they might not in future 


blafpheme, but act confiftent with their Chriftian 
charaéter ?—I prefume he cannot believe this of 
him, but, on the contrary, that he would have 
exerted his influence over them to continue it. 
Whatever therefore the Apoftle meant by the 
word Satan, he cannot-in reafon be underftood te 
intend a malignant apoftate angelic {pirit. 

__ Should any one fuppofe that by delivering either 
of the perfons unto Satan, the Apoftle intends his 
infucting on them fome bodily or mental diforder, 


by which means the former might be faved in the 


day of the Lord Jefus, and the latter perfons learn 
thereby not to blafpheme ; it may be juftly replied, 


that fuch a fuppofition hath not the leaft counte-— 
nance or fupport from any thing of the kind in all 


the Bible, ana therefore is inadmiffible in explain- 
ing the genuine meaning of the Apoftle. Should 
it be urged that the bodily and mental diforders 
which the Demoniacs were afflicted with, related 
in the Evangelifts, were inflicted by the Devil, as 
a fallen angel, it may be juftly replied, that they 
are not attributed to fuch a being, but to a demon 
or demons, 1. e. the foul or fpirit of man departed. 
For in every inftance which in our tranflation the 


word Devil or Devils, is rendered Diamonion 


and not Diabolos. . | 
In reference to this very cafe of the offender, 
the Apoftle faith to his brethren, chap. i. 10, 11, 


that he forgave him upon his repentance in the 


-perfon, or by the authority of Chrift, and that 


the brethren ought to do the like, for which he 


afigns this reafon, viz. Left Satan get an advan- 


tage of us, for we are not ignorant of his devices. 


If the Apoftle and his brethren were not ignorant, 
but really knew what they were; or as the origi- 


nal word is rendered the mind, as chap. ili. 24. - 


iV. 45 
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43. of Satan; it is certain. they were 
better qualified to prevent his getting an advan- 
tage of them, than all other men who have not 
that knowledge of-his devices; but if they really 
had that knowledge of them, it is natural to afk 
from whence or by what means they obtained it, 
for it is certain that they could not, from any part 
of the Old Teftament writings, know not that 
there is fuch a being as a fallen angel, as I have 
made appear. 

By Satan, or the enemy, I think it probable the 
Apoftle means the-enemies of the Chriftian reli- 
gion, who might take advantage by refufing to 
receive the penitent offender again into their fel- 
lowfhip, by reprefenting them as rigoroufly in- 
flexible in their conduct towards them. 

Should it be objected that the Apoftle ufeth the 
ti Satan in the fingular, and therefore that my 

lication of many enemies doth not accord there- 
with ; I antwer, fo he does of the word Satan and 
Tempter, in 1 Theff. 41. 18. ii. 5. But I have 
fhewed it to be at leaft very probable that he 
means the Jews who were his and their enemies. 
~ Since the publication of this Tract, it hath been 
objected that the opinion therein maintained 1s in- 
jurious to practical religion, by inducing men to 
believe that they have no other enemy to encounter 
with, but what arifes from themfelves and the {nares 
of the world ;—I know of no better anfwer to it, 
_ than the Apoftle James hath given, in the words 
already cited. “That every man is tempted when 
_he 1s drawn away of his own luft and enticed, &c. 
See Matt. xi. 21, 22, 23. Mark iv. 17, 18, .19. 
And this is unqueftionably confirmed from the ex- 
‘perience of every finner, at this-time, and in all 
paft ages, and alfo from the teftimony of all hiftory, — 


both facred and prophane, . 
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CONCLUSION. 


WF the explanation of the pales quoted i in the — 
preceding pages, are juftly founded and ad- 
mitted, it will have an immediate and happy ten- 
dency to relieve the minds of thofe who: believe, 
that at certain times they are conflicting with the 


fecret and evil fuggeftions of Satan, and the influ-: 


ence they judge they have.upon their heart, as what 
occafions much difquietude and perplexity, and in-— 
terrupts. their peace 5 and ; in fome bee this is 


very confiderable. 
To thofe who. may fie’ reafon tobe of: the 


fame opinion with the menses will plainly fee, that 
much of the-fubject of is not founded 
in {cripture, but arifes from miftaking, or not clearly 
underftanding the genuine meaning of thofe writers 
on the fabjedt here difcuffed. 'To-fhew men‘in the 
cleareft manner by what means, ‘or from what real 
and apparent caufes they. are liable to, or are 
tempted to fin, which they themfelves are capable 
of perceiving with certainty, from what paffes - 
within them, or their own inward feeling or expe- 
rience ; or that every man is tempted when he is 
drawn away of his own luft and enticed ; and that 
luft when it hath conceived, bringeth forth fin, will 
certainly have a plain and direét tendency to warn 
them againft it ; and if thereby they are drawn into 
fin, by what means they may deliver themfelves out 
of it, i. e. by over-ruling or fubduing their lufts, or 
evil defires for the future. But to “exhort men to 


ee refitt a tempter, whofe fuggeftions or devices on 
their 
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( s& ) 
their hearts, they are not able to diftinguith front 
their own evil lufts or defires,; muft, I prefume;- 

_ pear to every rational man, but of little practical 
-ufe; whereas that which was juft mentioned they 
perfectly well khow, becaufe it is gfounded upon 
almoft every day’s experience in themfelves and in 
In the foregoing pages I have offered to the 
reader’s confideration:every material! paffage in the 
New Teftament, where in general or particular is 
related the devices or temptations of the Devil, &c. | 
with my obfervations and explications of them. As 
I am convinced, they run counter to the very gene- 
ral and.long eftablifhed opinion which men of every 
denomination have of Satan, &c. and of his tempt-. 
ing men to fin, I muft beg a truce with fuch per- 
fons, requefting that with as little bias and preju- _—. 
dice as they are capable of, they will examine the 
feveral texts I have offered, and the contexts, and 
weigh the evidence on which they have been ex- 
plained, as what appears to me to be their genuine “4 
import; and I would hope that the fenfible and dif- 
cerning part of my readers will not fuffer them- 
felves to be influenced and governed in their jude- 
ment by the antiquity of their opinion, or, becaufe 
jt has been fanctioned by many men of diftineuifhed 
learning and abilities, who, in their annotations on 
thofe paffages, have given a very different fenfe of 
them than | have offered.* | 
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* The veneration that men have for writings of great 
name and eminent piety, incline them to admit all their 
opinions at once, without examination; on the other hand 
they reject, without hefitation, the doftrines propofed to 
them by thofe who are cenfured as impious and prophane ; 
Fearing to partake of other mens guilt, they dread convic- 
tionas a crime. Farmer. 


There 
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--- There is one opinion refpecting Satan, ‘or the 
Devil, that in this enlightened age is very much, if 
not entirely relinquifhed, which, for many ages 
paft was univerfally, or at leaft very generally- be- 
lieved to be founded upon the teftimony of fcrip- 
‘ture ; and that is his bewitching men, by having 
-poffeffion in them, or, at leaft, by his fecret influ- 
ence on their mind. And were men-as calmly and 
with a like unprejudiced mind, to attend to: the 
texts already cited, and the explication given of 


them, it is probable they will fee juft reafon to 


alter their opinion of his tempting: men to fin; as 


what appearg to me is alike unfounded in thofe 
writings. At leaft, in> reading thefe pages, it is. 


-poffible they may difcern clearer and ftronger proofs 

on the oppofite fides of the queftion, than they ap- 

prehend could be offered in favor of it.. eae 
Should the foregoing explication of the paflages 


which reprefent Satan as a tempter of men to- fin, 


appear to be the true meaning of them, I prefume 


it will tend -to remove an. objection which fome 


perfons may make againft Revelation, or thofe 
parts of it, For, I fhould judge, it will be allowed, 
at leaft, by. many perfons, that exclufive of fuch a 
tempter, or’that. men: derive any. moral corruption 
from the fin of their firft parents, they are of them- 
felves too much inclined or prone to tranfgrefs the 
law of their nature and the precepts of: Revelation. 
For to fuppofe that they:are under the power or 
influence of thofe two additonal excitements to it, 
muft lay fuch a ftrong bias upon their rational 
- ‘powers,’ or the law of the mind, in their choofing 

‘or willing what is right and their duty to perform, 

as cannot but place them in a ftate exceedingly dif- 
advantageous to their moral and religious improve- 
ment, efpecially thote of-them who have not the 


~, 


% 
@ 
& 
ag 
y 


| 
> 
4 
5 
V 
¢ 
a 
« 
+ 
~4 
4 
. 


( 60 ) 


advantage ‘of knowing the precepts and motives 
contained in Revelation; and which, if admitted, 
may be found not reconcileable with the goodnefs 
of God, their Creator.* 

That man is liable to be becupecll to fin by his 
‘own paffions, or inordinate defires, when they are 
not properly governed, exclufive of any moral taint 
or corruption, he is by many. fuppofed ‘to derive 
from the fin of his firft parents, is undeniable from 
their firft tranfgreffion ; who, it is certain, were not 


from thence in the leaft excited or influenced to 


tranfgrefs againtt the politive: law of given 
them. 
If the oxidlaceticn I have given of the texts cited 


in the preceding pages, be juftly founded, it is pof- 
fible the following objection may be made to it, 


which is, How, or by what means are we to ac- 


count for. what Jefus, the Evangelift, and the 


A poftles have faid of Satan or the Devil, as a ats 


then exifting, if there “really be no fuch being ? 


For, it will be urged, that what they have faid of 
his acts, implies it; and. alfo their exhortations to 
refift his devices and temptations.—To: which I 


anfwer, if. there be any force in she objection, it 


equally applies’ to they have faid. of: Demons, 


~ which, ima hke manner fuppofes not only their ex- 


iftence, but alfo their having power to poffefs the 


‘bodies of men, and produce diforders in them, 
fuch as are Sane in the New Teftament 5 3 and 


it to the deliberate at the 
gent and enlightened reader, whether the belief of Satan’s 


being the principal if not the fole caufe of mens finning, 


and confequently of the effects refulting from it are not too 
coincident with and patronizes the Manichian opinion of an 
evil principle to be admitted by thofe who profefs the Chrif- 
tian religion, which plainly teaches them that God alone 
rules ane governs over all his mortal creatures, | 

yet, 
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yet, this, prefume it is a ‘truth 


‘not to be or juftly controverted, that 
neither the Evangelifts, nor the Apoftles had, or 


‘could have received any real. knowledge of either 


of: thofe things; and for thefe unanfwerable rea- 


fons, viz. Becaulé there is not any revelation made ~ 


‘of them in the Old Teftament ; and it is impoffible 
by the light of their natural reafon, or under{tand- 
“ng, they could derive any knowledge of them, 
any more than it refpects Satan, and for the fame 
reafons. 

And there is not the leaft account inthe New 
Teftament that Jefus revealed thofe things to the 
Apoftles or Evangelifts. 

To me it appears, that the only obvious method 
of anfwering the objection, or accounting for what 
thofe perfons have mentioned of demons is, by ad- 
mitting the diforders or infirmities of mens bodies 
to be natural indifpofitions, and not the effects of a 
pofleffing demon, .or an human departed fpirit. So 
likewife what they have faid of Satan and his atts, 
may, on a like ground, be confidered as the lufts 
or evil defires of men, excited in them from various 
caufes, by which, as the Apoftle James faith, every 


man is tempted when he is’drawn away of his own 


Juft, and enticed ; and when lutt hath conceived, 
it bringeth forth fin. 
Treadily own, that were any clear 


tion, in the Old Teftament, of a fallen angel, and 


that he tempted men to fin, it would certainly be 
very natural to underfland the feveral texts I have 
cited, ‘in the common acceptation of them ; but, as 


have obferved, there is not in thofe writings 


any mention of either of thofe particulars. _ 

 Jé the foregoing proofs, from Scripture, and the 
obfervations i thereon, are admitted, as en- 
trely invalicating .the Common opinion concerning 
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that fuch a fpirit, or fpirits were expelled or ca‘t 


( ) 

the Devil, .or Satan, and his tempting men to fin, 
jt eventually and decidedly proves that the Heathen 
oracles and the Priefts and Prieftefies being infpired 

_by fuch a being, is entirely groundlefs, there being 
not the leaft proof of their reality ; but they wholly 


originated from, and were fupported by the cunning 
and artful. Whether the learned or unlearned, or 


both, who were concerned therein, and who, there- 
fore, whether from finifter or political ends, or 


both, impofed on the weaknels and credulity of the 
eople. 

: ‘And thefe obfervations, and the conclufion jutt 

méntioned, are equally true, as it refpeéts demons, 

i. ¢. the fouls of men departed, whether of herocs 


orothers, 


If the foregoing proofs, from Scripture, and the 


reafoning deduced from them, that there is not any — 


real evidence of there being any fallen angel, or 
angels; and that they tempt men to fin, is juftly 
founded, it will eventually and decidedly prove, 
that no man in any paft age of the world, hath 
been pofieffed by one of them; and, confequently, 
that any bodily or mental diforders, or both, that 
have, by Dr. Worthington and others, been afcribed 


to their power in, or over men, is wholly void of 


any evident or real proof from Scripture; and 
confequently, that the teftimony, of the Fathers in 
the primitive ages, or by any other writers in more 
modern ones, have not any real foundation in truth, 


notwithftanding the very circumftantial relations 


they gave of them, and confequently, that the — 


Many accounts which thofe writers give of the 


manner or the means by which they have afferted 
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out of the bodies of men, cannot be admitted, bu? 
muft be attributed to the miftaken opinion they 
had concerning fucha being, and his power over 


men; and therefore, that in thofe relations there is 


not any real evidence or proof for the truth of the 
-Chriftian religiong however they were then and 
have fince been feed to that purpofe even in this 
age. 


unqueftionable evidence, I know I differ very 


much from men of high repute for their great 


learning and abilities, who have been, and ftill are 
advocates for the Contrary opinion. 


Whatever credit is juftly due to the writings of 


the Fathers as it refpects their account of real 
_tranfactions which then took placé, and of which 
they were competent to judge, and in recording 
which, their minds were not influenced by any 
ftronge religious prejudices of education, may be 
admitted; yet, in the cafes we have mentioned, 
there is, in: my opinion, juft gtound to difbelieve 
them, as what neither Scripture’nor any real facts 
evince the truth of. To urge, that fome-of the 
Fathers, and other writers fince, were men of great 


abilities and learning, as well as of integrity, which - 


I do not deny, and therefore that they were com- 
petent to judge in fuch cafes as we are mentioning, 
is not, in my opinion, a fufficient fecurity againft 
their being miftaken concerning them, as not vifi- 
ble to their notice and infpection, and in which 
they were liable to be mifguided in their judgment 
by the ftreneth of rooted prejudices, not only from 
education, but by the. concurring fentiments of 
many others their 


FINTS. 


In afferting. maintaining what I 
mentioned, as what appears to me is built upon 
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dq the Devil, or Satan, and his tempting men to fin, 
jt eventually and decidedly proves that the Heathen 
oracles and the Priefts and Priefteffes being infpired 
by fuch a being, is entirely groundlefs, there being 
not the leaft proof of their reality ; but they wholly 
originated from, and were fupported by the cunning 
and artful. Whether the learned or unlearned, or 
both, who were concerned therein, and who, on 
fore, whether from finifter or political ends, or 
both, impofed on the weaknefg and credulity of the 
people. 

_. And thefe obfervations, and the conclufion juft 
mentioned, are equally true, as it refpects demons, 
i. e. the fouls of men departed, whether of nerocs 
others, 
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If the foregoing proofs, from Scripture, and the 
reafoning deduced from them, that there is not any 
real evidence of there being any fallen angel, or 
angels; and that they tempt men to fin, is juftly 
founded, it will eventually and decidedly prove, 
that no man in any paft age of the world, hath 
been pofieffed by one of them; and, confequently, 
that any bodily or mental diforders, or both, that 
have, by Dr. Worthington and others, been afcribed 
to their power in, or over men, is wholly void of 
any evident or real proof from Scripture; and 

confequently, that the teftimony.of the Fathers in 
the primitive ages, or by any other writers in more 
- modern ones, have not any real foundation in truth, 
notwithftanding the very circumftantial relations 
they gave of them, and confequently, that the 
mymany accounts which thofe writers give of the 
manner or the means by which they have afferted 
that fuch a fpirit, or fpirits were expelled or ca‘t 
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out of the bodies of men, cannot be admitted, but 


-muft be attributed to the miftaken opinion they 
had concerning fucha being, and his power over 


men; and therefore, that in thofe relations there 1s _ 


not any real evidence or proof for the truth of the 


Chriftian pay 2 however they were then and 


have fince been fitged to that purpofe even in this 


age. 


mentioned, as what appears to me is built upon 
unqueftionable evidence, I know I differ very 
much from men of high repute for their great 
learning and abilities, who have been, and ftill are 
advocates for the Contrary opinion. 
Whatever credit is juftly due to the writings of 
the Fathers as it refpects their account Of real 
_tranfactions which then took placé, and of which 
they were competent to judge, and in recording 
which, their minds were not influenced by any 
ftrong. religious prejudices of education, may he 
-admittéd; yet, in the cafes we have mentioned, 
there is, in-my opinion, juft gtound to difbelicve 
them, as what neither Scripture’nor any real facts 


evince the truth of. To urge, that fome-of the 


Fathers, and other writers fince, were men of great 
abilities and learning, as well as of integrity, which 
I do not deny, and therefore that they were Come 
petent to judge in fuch cafes as we are mentioning, 


is not, in my opinion, a fufficient fecurity ageintt 


their being miftaken concerning them, as not vifi- 
ble to their notice and infpection, and in which 
they were liable to be mifguided in their judgment 
by the ftreneth of rooted prejudices, not only from 
education, but by the concurring fenuments of 
many others their cotemporaries, 


FINIS. 


In afferting and maintaining what * have juft 
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‘Mr. WILLIAMS’s ATTEMPT, 


SOLD BY JOHNSON, ST. PAUL’s CHURCH-YARD5- | 


BY THE AUTHOR, 
NEW and DECISIVE PROOFS, 
SCRIP TURE and R 


THAT 


ADULTS ONLY ARE INCLUDED 


IN THE 


DESIGN of the NEW COVENANT, 


OR THE 


GOSPEL DISPENSATION, 


AND WERE 
MEMBERS OF THE CHURCH OF CHRIST, 
"IN THE APOSTOLIC AGE. 


OFFERED AS A REPLY 


‘ON, 


INA LATE TREATISE, = 


TO PROVE THAT . 
BY BAPTISM INFANTS WERE INITIATED 


IinTO THE 


CHURCH of CHRIST, 


MEMBERS OF IT AT THAT TIME, 


‘ 


LONDON; AND ALL OTHER BOOKSELLERS, 
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